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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 23rd September, 1978 


S.O, 3078. — -In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 13C of the Representation of its 
People Act, 1 950 (43 of 1950) and in supersession of its 
notification No. 429/A&NI/71(2) dated 27 August, 1973 
as amended by its notifications Nos. 429/A&NI/73(3) dated 
5 October, 1974 and 429/A&NI/76(2) dated 24 March, 1976 
the Election Commission hereby appoints the following offi- 
cers as the Assistant Electoral Registration Officers for the 
Andaman and Nicobar parliamentary constituency • — 

1. Tahsirdar, Diglipur. 

2. Tahsildar, Mayabunder. 

3. Tahsildar, Rangat. 

4. Tahsildar, Ferrargunj. 

5. Tahsildar, Port Blair. 

6. Tahsildar, Little Andaman. 

7. Tahsildar, Car Nicobar. 

8. Tahsirdar, Nancowrie. 

9. Assistant Commissioner, Campbell Bay. 

[No. 429/A&NI/78(2)l 
T. NAGARATHNAM, Secy. 


New Delhi, the 4th October, 1978 

S.O. 3079.— -In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representa- 
tion of People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commis- 
sion hereby publishes the judgment dated 17th July, 1978, 
of the Gauhati High Court, Assam, in Election Petition No. 2 
of 1977. 

IN THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 

(High Court of Assam, Nagaland, Meghalaya, Manipur and 
Tripura) 

Election Petition No. 2 of 1977 

Shri Indreswar Goswami — Petitioner, 

—Vs— 

Shri Dev Kant Barooah, and another — Respondents. 

PRESENT 

The Hon'ble Mr. Justice Baharul Islam — For the peti- 
tioner : Mr. N, M. I.ahiri, Mr. P. N. Lekhl, 
Mr. B Trikha, Mr. B. K, Das, Mr. P. G. Barua, 
Mr B. Kalita, Mr. A, B. Chowdhury, Mr. D, 
Goswami, Mr. P. K. Musahary, Mr. K, C. Paul, 
Advocates. 

For the Respondents : Mr. B. Sen, Mr R. C. Choudhury 
Mr. Ram Panjwani, Mr. D. C. Goswami, Mr. N. N. 
Saikia, Mr. A. K, Choudhury, Mr. U, C. Nath, 
Mr. B. Choudhury, Mr. V. Panjwani, Advocates. 

Dates of Evidence : 9-1-78, 10-1-78, 11-1-78, 12-1-78, 

13-1-78, 17-1-78, 18-1-78, 19-1-78, 20-1-78, 23-1-78, 
24-1-78, 25-1-78, 27-1-78, 30-1-78, 31-1-78, 8-3-78, 
9-3-78, 10-3-78, 13-3-78, 14-3-78, 1-5-78, 2-5-78, 

3-5-78, 4-5-78, 5-5-78, 23-5-78, 24-5-78, 25-5-78, 

26-5-78, 29-5-78 and 30-5-78. 

Dates of Arguments : 19-6-78, 20-6-78, 21-6-78, 22-6-78, 
26-6-78, 27-6-78, 28-6-78, 29-6-78, 30-6-78 and 

1-7-78. 

Date of Judgment and order : 17-7-1978. 

JUDGMENT 

By this election petition, the petitioner, Shri Indreswar 
Goswami. has chalfenEed the election of Shri Dev Kant 


Barooah, respondent No. 1, to the Lok Sabha from No. 10 
Nowgong H. P. Constituency in the general election held In 
the month of March, 1977. There were three candidates in 
the field. They were the petitioner, who belonged to the Janata 
Party, respondent No. 1, who belonged to the Indian Na- 
tional Congress, and respondent No. 2, Iftequar Ibne Mansure, 
a C.P.I(M) candidate. The poil took place on 19-3-77. The 
three candidates secured valid votes as follows : 

Petitioner 1,22,386 

Respondent No. 1 1, 76,603 

Respondent No. 2 9,778 

In the result respondent No. 1 (hereinafter referred as ‘the 
respondent’) was declared elected. 

2. In the election the respondent appointed Shri Liladhar 
Kotoki (hereinafter ‘Kotoki’) as his Election Agent. The 

petitioner alleges that the respondent, his election agent and 
other agents committed a large number of corrupt practices, 
and, as such, his election has been void. The petitioner has 
alleged commission of corrupt practices under sub-sections 
(1), (2) (3). (3A), (5), (6) and (7) of section 123 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter called 

‘tho R, P. Act'), but the respondent has denied them. In 
order to avoid repetition, I shall narrate the petitioner’s alle- 

? ;ations of corrupt practices and the respondent’s replies thereto 
n detail at appropriate places hereunder. 

3. On the basis of the pleadings of the parties the follow- 
ing issues were framed : 

ISSUES 

“1. Whether paragraph 16, paragraph 16(a) and 
paragraph 16(b) are liable to be struck off for 
want of material facts and particulars as required 
under section 83(l)(a) & (b) of the Repiesentation 
of the People Act, 1951. 

1A, If not, whether the ejection of the Respondent No. 1 
is vitiated for the alleged corrupt practice of ob- 
taining and procuring assistance and services of the 
members of the police force for furtherance of 
prospect of his election, as alleged. 

2. Whether paragraph 19 and paragraph 20 of the 

election petition are liable to be itruck off for 

non-compliance of section 83(1) (a) and (b) of 
the Representation of People Act, 1951. 

"A. If not, whether there were any violations of the 
statutory provision as mentioned in paras 19 and 
22 of the petition and with what effect, 

3. Whether paragraph 21(a) is liable to be struck off 
for non-compliance of section 83(1) (a) & (b) 

of the Representation of People Act, 1951. 

4. (a) Whether Respondent No. 1 committed, within 
the meaning of section 123(2), (3) and (3A) of 
the R. P. Act, corrupt practices or any of them, 
as alleged in paras 14(a), (c), (d), (e) and (f) 

and (15(a), (b) of the election petition. 

(b) Whether Maulana Azad Madani and Maulana Hnshmi 
or any of them, with the consent of Respondent 
No. 1, Committed, within the meaning of section 
123(3) and (2A) of the R. P. Act, the corrupt prac- 
tices alleged in paras 14(d) and (e) of the election 
petition. 

(c) Whether Maulana Abdul Jalil Ragbl, Principal, 
Gopalnagar Madrassa, and Shri Bcdabrata Barua 
the then Union Deputy Minister of Law and Com- 
pany Affairs, or any of them, committed, within 
the meaning of Section 123(3) and (3 A) of the 
R. P. Act, with the consent of Respondent No. 1, 
corrupt practice as alleged in para 14(b) of the 
election petition. 

(d) Whether Shri Abul Kasem, M.L.A., committed, withir 
the meaning of Section 123(3) and (3A) of the R.P 
Act, with the consent of Respondent No, 1 corrupi 
practices as alleged in paras 14(f) and (g) of th< 
election petition- 
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Vc) Whether Shri Idris Ali Fakir, M.L.A., committed, 
within the meaning of Section 123(3) and (3A) 
the R.P. Act, with the consent of Respondent No. 1, 
corrupt practice as alleged in para 15(a) of the 
election petition. 

(f) Whether Shri Nilkanta Bora, O.C., Bhuragaon police 
out post and the O.C. of Jamunamukh police station 
committed, within the meaning of Section 123(7) 
of the R.P. Act, with the consent of Respondent 
No. 1, corrupt practices as alleged in para 16 of 
the election petition. 

(g) Whether Shri Lila Koloki, Election Agent of Res- 
ndent No. 1, committed, within the meaning of 
ction 123(5) of the R.P. Act, corrupi practice 

as alleged in para 17(a) of the election petition, 
and, committed, within the meaning of section 123(1) 
of the Act, the corrupt practice as alleged in para 
17(b) of the election petition. 

(h) Whether, with the consent of Respondent No. 1, 
Shri Bhabesh Banerjee, Shri Dino Bora, and Shri 
Surya Deka, committed, within the meaning of sec- 
tion 123 of the R.P. Act, corrupt practices, or any 
of them, as alleged in paras 17(b), 17(c) and 17(a) 
of the election petition. 

5. If answers to clauses (a) to (h) of Issue No. 4 or any 

of them, he in the affirmative, what will be the 
consequence or consequences 7 

6. Whether congress-men were appointed prcsiding/poll 

!ng officers in polling stations as alleged in para 19 
of the election petition and thereby section 26 of 
the R.P. Act was violated. If so, to what effect ? 

7. Whether the provision of section 25 of the R.P. Act 

was violated by the Returning Officer as alleged in 
para 20 of the election petition. If so, to what effect 7 

8. Whether respondent No. 1 incurred or authorised ex- 

penditure in contravention of section 77 as alleged In 
para 22 of the petition and thereby committed a 
corrupt practice u/s 123(6) of the R.P. Act. 

9. To what reliefs if any, are the parties entitled" 

4. At this stage it should be mentioned that on an appli- 
cation by the petitioner, clauses (b) to (c) of Issue 4 as 
originally framed were amended by my order dated 20-6-78 
by adding sub-section (3 A) of Section 123 of the R.P- Act 
after section 123(3) in each clause, 

5. Issues I, 2 and 3 were heard as preliminary issues and 
were disposed of by my judgment and order dated 6-9-77. 
I shall, therefore, not refer to the allegations of the petitioner 
and the respondent's replies thereto covered by the said 
Issues. 

6. Before I proceed to the facts of the case, the principles 
of law as to how to view the oral evidence and the nature 
and burden of proof of corrupt practice in an election case, 
need be stated, as mostly the Issues depend on oral evidence. 

In the case of Rahim Khan v, Khurshid Ahmed and others, 
reported In AIR 1975 S.C. 290 their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court have observed : 

"An election once held is not to be treated in a lightheart- 
ed' manner and defeated candidates or disgruntled 
electors should not get away with it by filing election 
petitions on substantial grounds and irresponsible 
evidence, thereby introducing a serious element of 
uncertainty in the verdict already rendered by the 
electorate. An election is a politically sacred public 
act, not of one person or of one official, but of 
the collective will of the whole constituency. Courts 
naturally must respect this public expression secretly 
written and show extreme reluctance to set aside 
or declare void an election which has already been 
held unless clear and cogent testimony compelling 
the Court to uphold the corrupt practice alleged 
against the returned candidate Is adduced. Indeed 
election petitions where corrupt practices are Im- 
puted must be regarded as proceedings of a quasi- 


criminal nature wherein strict proof is necessary. 
The burden is therefore heavy on him who assails 
an election which has been concluded." 

Their Lordships havo also held (page 8 of the report) : — 

“It Is of the first importance that elections must bo free 
and fair if the democratic system Is not to founder. 
Not long ago a chief Justice of this Court, 
delivering the Lajpatrai Memorial Lecture, observ- 
ed : — 

'Untruth before elections, during elections and after 
elections seem to be too prevalent for a healthy 
political society ’ 

The Court is the conscience-keeper of the constituency, 
as it were in the maintenance of the purity of elections to 
the extent they are litigated in the Court. Shah, J„ in Har- 
charan Singh’s case (AIR 1968 SC 1500 at p. 1501) observed: 

The primary purpose of the diverse provisions of the 
election law which may appear to be technical is 
to safeguard the purity of the election process, and 
the Courts will not ordinarily minimise their opera- 
tion,* 

We have therefore to insist that corrupt practices, such 
as are alleged .... are examined in the light of the evidence 
with scrupulous care and merciless severity.” (emphasis 
added). 

Their Lordships have further observed; (para 21 of the 
report) : 

“We must emphasise the danger of delivering at its lace 
value oral evidence in an election case without the 
backing of sure circumstances or indubitable docu- 
ments. It must be remembered that corrupt practi- 
ces may perhaps be proved by hiring half a dozen 
witnesses apparently respectable and dis-intcrested, tc 
speak to snort and simple episodes such as that a 
small village meeting took place where the candidate 
accused his rival of personal vices. There is no 
X-ray whereby dishonesty of the story can bo esta- 
blished and, if the Court were gullible enough to 
gulp such oral versions and invalidate elections, a 
new manace to our electoral system would have been 
invented through the judicial apparatus, Wc regard 
it as extremely unsafe, in the present climate of 
kilkenny cat election competitions and partisan wit- 
nesses wearing robes of veracity, to upturn a hard 
won electoral victory merely because lip service to 
a corrupt practice has been rendered by some sanc- 
timonious witnesses. The Court must look for serious 
assurance, unlying circumstances on unimpeachable 
documents to uphold grave charges of corrupt prac- 
tices which might not merely cancel the election 
result, but extinguish many a man’s public life.” 

7. With regard to the evidence of “turn-coat type of wit- 
nesses", their Lordships have observed in para 19 
of the same report : 

“Many witnesses examined in support of the 1st respon- 
dent’s case are partisans, being the polling agents, 
counting agents or workers of the Congress candi- 
date. Their evidence has naturally to be viewed with 
circumspection, but not dismissed out right (see 
Ambika Saran Singh v. Mahadev Nand Girl, 
41 E.L.R. 183 (S.C,), But more curious is the 
turn coat type of witnesses who claimed to be and 
often were the polling agents, counting agents or 
workers of the appellant till the election was over, 
but in the post-election period when the 1st res- 
pondent’s party had formed a Government, quietly 
shifted their loyalty and gave evidence in proof of 
the averments in the petition, It is conceivable that 
these persons who had collaborated with the appel- 
lant in the malpractices alleged were possessed of 
the urge to unburden their bosoms of the truth of 
their own evil doing and hurried into the witness 
box to swear veraciously to what took place actually. 
But the more probable explanation would be that 
these swivel chair witnesses with India rubber con- 
sciences came under the influence of the 1st res- 
pondent for invisible consideration and spoke 



2934 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; OCTOBER 28, 1978/KARTIKA 6, 1900 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


dubiously in support of their present patron. Of 
course, if their evidence Is intrinsically sound, if their 
demeanour is impressive otherwise, if the incontro- 
vertible facts and broad probabilities fit in with their 
version and other distinterested testimony on the 
same point is forthcoming, we should not disbelieve 
the case merely because some tainted evidence is 
also placed on the record. In this view, we have 
to seen the oral evidence rather carefully, lest the 
verdict of the people at the polls should be nulli- 
fied on uncertain and dubious evidence.” 

In the case of Ch. Razik. Ram v. Ch. I. S. Chouhan and 
others, reported in AIR 1975 S.C. 667, their Lordships have 
observed ; 

"A charge of corrupt practice Is substantially akin to a 
criminal charge. The commission of a corrupt prac- 
tice entails serious penal consequences. It not only 
vitiates the election of the candidate concerned but 
also disqualifies him from taking part in elections 
for a considerably long time. Thus, the trial of 
an election petition being in the nature of an ac- 
cusation, bearing the indelible stamp of quasi- 
criminal action, the standard of proof is the same 
as in a criminal trial, lust as in a criminal case, so 
In an election petition, the Respondent against whom 
the charge of corrupt practice is levelled, is pre- 
sumed to be innocent unless proved guilty. A grave 
and heavy onus, therefore, rests on the accuser to 
establish each and every ingredient of the charge by 
clear, unequivocal and un-inpeachable evidence be- 
yond reasonable doubt. A cnarge of corrupt prac- 
tice cannot be established by a mere balance of 
probabilities, and, if, after giving due consideration 
and affect to the totality of the evidence and cir- 
cumstances of the case, the mind of the Court is 
left rocking with reasonable doubt not being the 
doubt of a timid, fickle or vacillating mind — os 
to the veracity of the charge, it must hold the same 
as not proved. A court embarking upon an appre- 
ciation of evidence, without this rudder and com- 
pass, is ask to find itself at sea mistaking every 
function for shore suspicion for proof and illusion 
for reality.” 

The above view has been reiterated by the Supreme Court 
In the case of Pratap Singh v. Rajinder Singh and another, 
reported, in AIR 1975 S.C. 1045. 

8. Keeping the above principles in view, let us now turn 
to the facts of this case : 

A. Corrupt practice under section 123(5) of the R.P. 
Act : conveyance of voters. 

9. In para 17 of the petition, the petitioner has alleged 
that on the date of poll (19-8-77), Kotoki engaged truck 
No. ASN 1389 to carry voters from Garmari to Dighaliati 
polling centre. That truck carried at about 9 A.M, Naron 
Hazarika (P.W. 3), Suren Bhuyan (P.W, 2), Mukul Saikin 
(P.W. 6), Rabin Hazarika and others, who were electors of 
the Raha L.A. constituency. The truck was stopped on the 
way by Indra Mohan Tamuli (P.W. 4), Durgeswar Saikin 
(P.W. 5), Gopal Bhuyan and others, who were volunteers of 
the Janata Party, whereupon Nainuddin, Mozamil and others, 
who were congress volunteers, attacked the Janata Party 
volunteers causing injuiry to Durgeswar Saikia. As a re- 
sult, Durgeswar Saikia received injuries and had to be sent 
to the Raha Primary Health Centre for medical aid, An 
Ojahar was lodged at the Raha police station, 

10. The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations. He has denied that Kotoki engaged the truck 
No. ASN — 1389 on 19-3-77 to cany voters from Carmari 
to the polling centre at Dighaliati. He has averred that the 
said truck was never used in connection with the election 

IT. To prove this corrupt practice the petitioner has exa- 
mined Suren Bhuyan (P.W. 2), Naren Hajarika (P.W. 3), 
Andra Tamuli (P.W. 4), Durgeswar Saikia (P.W. 5) and 
Mukul Saikia (P.W. 6). In this connection the evidence of 
P.W. 11, Shri Rangab Dutta, who was the Deputy Com- 
missioner of Nowgong and Returning officer of the consti- 
tuency, and P W. 20, Mofiiuddin Ahmed, offlcer-ln-charge of 
Nowgong, will also be relevant, and will be referred to. 


12. P.Ws. 2 and 3 are electors of village Dighaliati. Ac- 
cording to them in the evening of 18 March, they were sitting 
at the residence of P.W, 3. According to P.W. 3 he had 
been invited by P.W. 3 to the latter’s residence to discuss 
some election matter. When they were siting at the residence 
of P.W. 3, according to P.W. 2, Kotoki, Sarat Goswami, 
Ex. Minister, and Bhagabandas Khemka arrived by a taxi and 
requested P.Ws. 2 and 3 to cast their votes for the Congress 
candidate, Barooah. The witnesses complained that the polling 
booth was originally in their village, Dighaliati. but now shift- 
ed to Garmarj and it would be difficult for them to go 
there. Kotoki then told them that next morning a vehicle 
would be sent to their village to carry voters to the polling 
booth, They further depose that Kotoki paid Rs. 200 to 
Khemka and requested the latter to arrange a vehicle. Accord- 
ingly, next morning a truck bearing registration No. ASN 
1389 arrived in their village and carried the voters, including 
P.Ws 2 and 3, to the polling booth at Garmari. They say 
that the truck had earlier carried voters by two trips and 
they were being carried by the third trip, P.W. 2 says 
that he cast his vote and was returning home by the same 
truck, when it was obstructed in their village by some of 
the Janata party workers. P.W. 3 says that in the 3rd trip 
P.W. 2, himself, and Rabin Hazarika were in the truck along 
with some congress volunteers such as Moinuddin, Mozamil, 
and Mukul Saikia (P.W. 6). He further deposes that he 
reported the matter of arrangement of the vehicle by Kotoki 
and Khemka on payment of money by the former to the 
latter for the vehicle, to Jamaluddin, Abdul Haque and 
Krishna Kakati, who, however, have not been examined by 
the petitioner. There are discrepancies in the evidence of 
the witnesses. While P.W. 2 says that in the front seat 
of the truck there were four persons, namely, the driver r 
the handltnan and the two congress volunteers, P.W. 3 says 
tlmt the front seat was occupied by the driver alone and that 
there was none else. While P.W. 2 says that the truck In 
question was a diesel truck, P.W. 3 says that “it wag a small 
petrol driven truck.” P.W. 2 also gives a funny answer in 
cross-examination that he reported the incident of arrange- 
ment of the truck by Kotoki and payment of money by 
him to Khemka to none else except his wife, P.W. 2 admits 
that there is a high way between Dighaliati and Garmari and 
that there is bus service along the road and that the bus fare 
is only 50 paisc. Both P.Ws. 2 and 3 say that they give 
the truck number ASN 1389 in Court from their memory. 
They say that they remember the number as it had been told 
by Khemka to Kotoki at the residence of P.W. 3 in the 
evening of 18th March, 1977. But P.W. 3 in cross-examina- 
tion has been unable to give the number of the bus by 
which he travelled to Gauhati to depose in the case, While 
P.W. 2 says that as a result of the assault, the shirt of P.W. 
5 was torn, P.W. 5 says that his shirt was not torn. P.W. 4 
and P.W. 5 are admittedly Janata workers and biased. P.W. 
5 is a resident of Dighaliati and is the cousin of P.W. 6, 
Muku] Saikia. The evidence of P.W. 5 is that he was a 
Janata party volunteer and was working in the election in 
question at Dighaliati on the date of Poll. At about 7 a.m. 
on the date of poll, they saw a truck carrying voters from 
their village to Garmari polling centre. When the truck 
was having the third trip, they stopped it in front of their 
party office at Dighaliati. There were about 4/5 Janata 
party workers including him and P.W. 4, P.W. 5 was on 
the foot board of the truck exchanging words with the 
congress volunteers in the truck and the driver when the 
driver started the truck and proceeded to a dis'ance of about 
3 furlongs where a group of voters were waiting for the 
truck, The truck was stopped there and he was assaulted 
by the congress volunteers. He says that at that time a 
police van arrived at the place, picked him up apd took him 
to the police station where he lodged a G. D. Entry, Ext, 
P/13, P W. 5 says that in the track there were only two 
congress volunteers, namely, Mozamil and Moinuddin. This 
witness contradicts P.Ws. 2, 3 and 4 when he says that there 
were only two congress volunteers In the truck, namely, 
Mozamil and Moinuddin. It may be mentioned that in 
Ext. P/13 be did not mention the nameg of P.Ws 2 and 
3, nor the names of Mozamil and Moinuddin. 

The evidence of P.W. 4 is that he was a voter at the 
Bagariguri polling centre, After having cast his vot e at 
7.30 A M., he nroceeded to Dighaliati as he had heard that 
a truck arranged by the congress was carrying voters from 
Dighaliati to Garmari. When he arrived at DiohsHati he 
found the track returning from Garmari and was taking a 
turn at Dighaliati near the Janata pRrty office to carry other 
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voters. They stopped the vehicle and asked the driver to park 
it there. He and the other Janata party workers were then 
leaving for their office, but P.W. 5 was still on the foot-board 
of the truck talking to the driver when the driver started the 
vehicle and moved on with P.W. 5 yet on the foot board. 
This witness says that in the front seat of the truck there 
were three persons, namely, the driver and P.Ws 2 and 3. 
He says that the handiman was inside the truck. P.W. 6, 
Mukul Saikia, says that at the relevant time he was a con- 
gress volunteer and in the 19th morning, he was collecting 
voters of his village Dighaliati to carry them to Garmari as 
asked by one Jagadish Das of Nowgong and Sukleswar 
Bhuyan of his village. According to him the truck bad earlier 
two trips and it was coming back to Dighaliati at about 9 
a.m. for the third trip when P.Ws. 4 and 5 and one Kamal 
Talukdar, who were all Janata Party workers, stopped the 
vehicle. According to him there about 7 congress 
volunteers in the truck. There was exchange of words 
between the volunteers of the two parties, when he noticed 
that his cousin, P.W. 5 was also with the Janata party workers, 
he felt embarassed to be there and left the place. 

P.W. 20, Mafijuddin Ahmed, was the offleer-in-ebarge of 
Raha Police Station on the date of poll. He recorded, at 
the instance of P.W. 5, the G.D. Entry No. 389 dated 
19-3-77 of which Ext, p/13 is a copy. On receipt of the 
entry he sent a police party to the place of the alleged 
assault, but the police party returned and told him that they 
did not find any truck or people at the place. In cross- 
examination he says that P.W. 5 came to the thana alone and 
had not been picked up by any police vehicle as the “police 
van had not yet left for the place of occurrence." 

13. It is an admitted fact that the polling centre originally 
fixed at Dighaliati was shifted to Garmari. The petitioner's 
case supported by P.Ws 2 and 3 is that the polling centre 
had been shifted 2 or 3 days before the date of poll, while 
according to the respondent it had beep shifted by March 2, 
after following necessary procedure laid down by law. P.W. 
11, R. Dutta, at the relevant time was the Deputy Com- 
missioner and Returning officer for the Nowgong H.P, Con- 
stituency. He hag proved Ext. R/6, a letter with an anne- 
xure, Ext. R/6(l), addressed by him to Kotoki, election agent 
of the respondent. Ext. R/6 is dated 9-1-78. P.W. 11 says 
that before shifting the polling centre from Dighaliati to 
Garmari, he issued notices to all the candidates and political 
parties to assemble at 11 A.M. on 2-3-77 in his office for 
necessary discussion. Ext. R/7 is a certified copy of that 
notice. In pursuance of the discussions changes of the sites 
of some of the polling centres were made. F,xt. R/R is 
a copy of the list of polling centres of the Nowgong H.P. 
Constituency. Although Ext. R/8 does not bear any signa- 
ture or seal of P.W. 11, P.W. 11 says that it is a genuine 
document and one of the copies of the lists of polling centres 
stored by him in his office. Ext. R/8(l) i s the relevant entry 
showing the shifting of the centre from Dighaliati to Gar- 
mari H*- has also proved a W.T. Hessattc (Ext. R/9-1 /4 
received bv him as the Returning Officer, from ffie secretary 
of the chief election commision of India, The massage was 
circulated to all the contesting candidates and politiral parties 
under the signature of the Assistant Returning Officer, Shri 
Rakcsh Mehta. 

14. The evidence on the side of the respondent is the evi- 
dence of R.W, 10, Kotoki. He denies that he visited Digha- 
liati on 18th of March, 1977 and that he paid Rs. 200 to 
Kbemka to arrange a truck to convey the voters from Digha- 
liati to Garmari. 

15. On a consideration of the evidence of P.W. 11 and 

the documents Exts. E/6, R/7, R/8 and R/9, T do not have 
any doubt in my mind that the polling centre was shifted 
from Dighaliati to Gumari not 2 or 3 days before the dale 
of poll, but immediately after March 2 in pursuance of the 
discussions and after following the procedure laid down by 
law. The basic story of the petitioner that as the polling 
centre was shifted from Garmari to Dighaliati and as such 
the electors of Garmari were unwilling to go to the latter 
village to cast their votes is not true. The evidence of 

P.Ws 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 are so discrcnant that it i s unworthy 

of credit. Further P.Ws. 11 and 20 do not support the 

petitioner’s case. 

16. Another startling fact which shows the falsify of the 

petitioner's allegation is that in thp election petition he 


alleged that the truck v. as engaged to carry the electors of 
village Garmari to the polling centre at Dighaliati while 
P.Ws 2, 3, 5 and 6 all of whom are residents of village 
Dighaliati and P.W. 4 who is of Bagaribari depose that the 
truck was carrying voters of village Dighaliati to the centre 
at Garmari. 

It must therefore be held that the allegation of this corrupt 
practice have not been established. 

B. CORRUPT PRACTICE UNDER SECTION 123(l)(b) : 

(i) Bribery at Harijan Colony, Nowgong. 

17. In clause (b) of para 18 of the petition, the petitioner 
has alleged that about 9 a.m. on the dat/ of poll the res- 
pondent and his election agent visited one Bhabesh Banerjce, 
Ward Commissioner, belonging to the Congress group in the 
Nowgong Municipality at the Harijan colony at Ramkrlshna 
Road of the Nowgong town and left some money with 
Bhabesh Banerjee for distribution amongst the Harijans in 
order to procure their votes and that Rs. 50,000, cash, was 
paid to Basan Basfor, Ghana Basfor and budhan Kalita alias 
Budhan Basfor, who were all Harijan electors who, after 
accepting the amounts promised to vote for the respondent. 
Two Janata Party workers, Kamakhya Bhattacharyya and 
Mukul Hararika of Nowgong town, saw the payment of the 
money. The Deputy Commissioner (P.W. 11) went to visit 
the polling centre there and saw Bhagesh Banerjee in the 
act of paying the money to the aforesaid Harijans. 

18. The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations. 

The petitioner did not adduce any evidence to prove this 
corrupt practice alleged to have been committed at the Ram- 
krishna Road. P.W, 11 has flatly denied any knowledge of 
any such incident. Kotoki also has denied in his evidence to 
have visited the Harijan colony with Barooah and paid any 
money to Bhabesh Banerjee. 

It must therefore be held that the allegation of this corrupt 
practice has not been established. 

(ii) Bribery at Putani Sonarigaon. 

19. In clause (c) of para 18 of the election petition the 
petitioner has alleged that on 18-3-77 at about 8 or 9 p.m. 
Dino Bora Headmaster of Honoi High School came by a 
car and- went to Ambika Prasad Baruah Goanbura of Putani 
Sonarigaon and took the latter to the residence of Akan 
Bharali of the same village and paid the latter Rs. 50 “as a 
reward to cast his vote in favour of the congress candidate". 
This amount was paid with the consent of the election agent, 
it is alleged, 

20. The respondent has denied the allegation. 

21. In support of this charge, the petitioner has examined 
three witnesses, namely, P.Ws. 17, 18 and 19. P.W. 17, 
Ambika Prasad Baruah, is a resident of the Putani Sonarigaon 
and is sarkari Gaonbura of Singia Kisan. He deposes that 
Putani Sonarigaon is a part of his Kisan. There are two 
‘khels’ (groups) in his village. He is the treasurer of one 
‘khcl’ and Akan Bharali is the Treasurer of the other ‘kher 
He says that in the evening of 18th March at about 8 or 9, 
Kotoki and Dina Bora visited his village in a car and not 
him in the village tin-Ali where he was standing. They 
told him that they had brought “something" for him as the 
village Treasurer in view of the election that was taking 

? >lace the next day. The witness then said that “something 
or him alone won’t do; similar “something” would have 
to be paid also to Akan Bharali, the Treasurer of the other 
‘khel’. The two visitors then took him to the residence of 
Akan Bharali They went on foot, but before they reached 
Akan Bharali’s residence, they visited the residence of Paules- 
war Gayan where they found Akan Bharali. There Dina 
Bora and Kotoki said, according to the witness, that as 
the election was taking place the next day, they had brought 
a 'donation* to him. So saying Kotoki handed over Rs. 50 
to Dina Bora, who paid it to Akan Bharali, Dina Bora and 
Kotoki then said that they would have to cast their votes 
for the Congress candidate next day, 

P.W. 17 furlher says that a few days after the election 
the petitioner visited his village where he told him about 
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tha payment of the above sum of money. The petitioner took 
down the information on a piece of paper. The witness 
further says that he paid the amount of Rs. 50 that he had 
received from Kotoki and Dina Bora, to the people of his 
village, who spent it in vUlage work. 

The witness admits that there is a Goldsmith Association 
of which he is h member and the petitioner is its president. 
Curiously enough, allhougflh the witness says that he had 
received Rs. 50 from Kotoki and Dina Bora, he did not ask 
anybody during the period of election as to for which can- 
didate he should cast his vote. 

P.W. IS corroborates P.W. 17. 

P.W. 18, Bhogram Bayan, however, says that in the even- 
ing of the 18th March at about 8 or 9, Kotoki, Dina Bora 
and Chenirum Bora visited their village Hnd ‘paid as Rs, 50". 
He further says that the "three visitors met me and P.Ws, 17 
and 18 at the Tini-ali in front of our village Hamghar and 
took us to the residence of Phuleswar Gayan where we met 
Akon Bharali”. P.W. 19 admits that he himself is a gold- 
smith and so Is P.W. 18. P.W. 19 contradicts P.Ws. 17 and 
18 P.W. 17 says that although he, P.W. 18 and P.W. 19 
came to Gauhati together on 23-1-78 to depose m this elec- 
tion case, they “did not discuss about the evidence to be 
given in Court. We were discussing about the fate that 
we will have to face", while P.W. 19 says that in the journey 
they “discussed in our journey that Congress paid us some 
money and we shall tell it to Court”. P.W. 18 does not 
tell the truth when he says that the summons to appear in 
this Court was served on him by a Sarkari Peon of Nowgong, 
for, summons on non-official witnesses were served by the 
party concerned at his risk. P.W. 18 says that the Peon 
did not know him personally and so he had to search for 
him for some time. The peon found him as “Baneswar 
Hazarika.” When he was confronted with the summons 
(Ext, R/ll) that was with him pointing out that the name 
originally mentioned in Ext. R/l 1 was corrected, he stated 
that he did not peruse the summons at all. The witness 
further says that the Peon told him that he would have to 
come to Court and depose on January 23 (1978). Ext. R/ll 
shows that it was addressed to one “Bapi Barua" of village 
“Gobora Putuni Sonarigaon, Nonoi". The name of original 
addressee “Bapi Baruah 1 ’ has been struck out and the name 
of this witness has been written. It is not known as to 
who made the correction. Similarly the original date on 
which the witness was asked to appear before the Court 
was “January 21” but “January 23“ has been over-written 
on" “January 21”. In cross-examination the witness says 
that his name is not Bapi Barua, nor his village is Gobura 
Putani. In the circumstances the inference is that this wit- 
ness, Baneswar Hazarika, has been brought as a substitute 
for Bapi Baruah, who was originally summoned, and is a 
concocted witness. 

P.W. 19 admittedly is a “very poor man”. He is unable 
even to bear his journey expenses. He admits that he is 
unable even to spend an amount of Rs. 15 or Rs, 35 from 
his own pocket and he would not spend that amount unless 
there was any special urgency. This witness, therefore, con 
be procured by any party. This witness states that not to 
speak of meeting the petitioner between the evening of 
18th 'March and the date of his deposition, he even does not 
know the petitioner at all, which it is difficult to believe, 

22. The respondent has examined in rebuttal two witnesses 
• — R.W. 10, Kotoki, and R.W, 11, Dina Bora. Kotoki denies 
to have visited Putani Sonarigaon on the 18th of March and 
paid Rs- 50 to Akon Bharali. R.W. 11 also denies the alle- 
gation of the petitioner with regard to the payment of the 
money. 

23. In para 18(c) of the petition only the name of 
P.W. 17 appears as a witness and not the names of 
P.W. 18 and 19 both of whom, therefore, appear to be 
concocted witnesses. 

24. On a consideration of the entire evidence on this 
charge, I find it difficult to accept the evidence of P.Ws 17, 
18 and 19 as proving the allegation of this corrupt prac- 
tice. The allegation of this corrupt practice is thus no 1 
established. 

(iiil Bribery at Bangalbari : 

25. In clause (e) of para 18, the petitioner has alleged 
that on 11-3-1977 Suryya Deka, a local congress worker, 
with the consent of P.W, 10, the election agent, paV 
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two maunds of rice to one Dhaneshwar Das belonging 
to the Laltmg community for preparation of fomented 
country liquor for consumption of the local Lalung 
electors of village Bangalbari of Jagiroad L.A. Constitu- 
tency “as a reward for casting their votes in favour of 
Respondent No. 1". According to the petitioner, the liquor 
Was accordingly prepared and consumed by the Lalung 
electors on 18-3-1977 and cast their votes for the respon- 
dent. 

26: On this charge of bribery the petitioner has exa- 
mined P.Ws 25, 26 and 27, while the respondent has 
examined R.W, 10 who denies the allegation. 

P.W. 25, Arjun Bora, is a tribal of the Bodo Kachari 
community. According to him, Dhaneshwar Das (P.W. 26) 
is a man of the Koch community and Satyeen Das (PW, 27) 
is a man of the Lalung community. He knows Surya 
Deka, Headmaster of Dongabari M.E. School and a 
congress worker, and Dhaneswar Das (P.W. 26), the 
Secretary of that School, who is also a congress man. 
He deposes that he visited Bangalbari on 18th of Match 
at about 7 P.M. and found the villagers consuming liquor. 
He then went to the residence of Mina Pator, who was 
Rbout to come out to join the drinking party in the 
village. On enquiry Mina Pator told him that the Congress 
people had given them liquor. Pator told him that Surya 
Deka had given two maunds of paddy to Dhaneswar Deka 
for preparation of liquor for the villagers. The witness 
says that as the villagers of that village were consuming 
liquor supplied by the Congress, he thought that the 
Janata party won’t get any vote in that village. So he 
lost all hope of getting votes in (tat village for the 
Janata party and left the village. On his way back, he 
met Satyon Das (P.W. 27) at the border of the village 
P.W. 27 says that the paddy was given by the Congress 
candidate for preparation of liquor. 

P.W. 27 admittedly is a member of the Executive of 
the Janata Party at Morigaon. Admittedly in the Assembly 
elections in 1967 and 1972 he supported Pitsing Konwar. 
who was an Independent candidate on both the occasions. 
Pitsing Konwar was a sitting M.L.A. of Assam Legislative 
Assembly at the time of the parliamentary election and 
has since admittedly joined the Janata party. The witness 
has admitted that in 1967 and 1972 elections Pitsing 
Konwar opposed the Congress candidates. 

P.W. 26 admits that although he was Summoned as 
'Dhaneswar Das’ and at the initial stage he gave out his 
name as 'Dhaneswar Das’, he actually writes his name as 
‘Dhaneshwar Doka’. He gives a new story and contradicts 
P.Ws 25 and 27, when he says that on March 11, Surya 
Doka gave him Rs. 70 and told him that the amount had 
been paid to him by “Lily Bora, Congress man ol 
Nowgong". 

27. The case of the petitioner in the election petition 
was that Surya Doka, a Congress worker, with the con- 
sent of Kotoki, gave two maunds of rice to Dhaneswar Das 
for preparation of liquor for the consumption of the 
voters, but during trial the petitioner has made a new 
case, namely, that Rs. 70 was paid by Surya Deka for the 
purchase of two maunds of paddy for preparation of 
liquor. But that as it may, even if the evidence with 
regard to the payment of the money by Surya Deka for 
the purchase of the rice is accepted, there is no evidence 
to show that it was so done with the consent of Kotoki. 

The petitioner has hoplessly failed to prove the allega- 
tion of this corrupt practice. 

C— CORRUPT PRACTICE UNDER SECTION 123(2):— 
Under influence. 

22. Tn para 15 of the petition, the petitioner has 
alleged corrupt practice by the respondent under Section 
123(2) of the R. P. Act at two places, namely, Hojai and 
Lumding. 

</) HOJAI 

23. In clause (a) of para 15 read with Schedule T to 
the petition, the petitioner has alleged that Hojai town 
and its surroundings are thickly inhabited by people 
belonging to the Bengali community. On 16-2-197 / a 
Congress election meeting was held in the Gandhi Maidan 
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in Hojai town at about 7 p.m. That meeting was attended, 
amongst others, by the respondent, Mrs. Barthakur, 
president, D.C.C. Nowgong, Shri L. P. Goswami, Ex- 
Minister Assam, Deben Bora, Idris All Fakir and Santi 
Ranjnn Das Gupta, the last three being Congress M.L.As. 
The audience consisted of about 90 per cent of Bengali 
speaking people ; most of them were refugees from erst- 
while East Pakistan, The meeting was addressed by the 
respondent and Idris Ali Fakir, M.L.A. According to the 
petitioner the respondent said, inter alia, that the Bengali 
people, who were willing to live in Assam, should vote 
for the Congress and those, who were "not willing to live 
in Assam need not vote for the Congress and can safely 
move out to West Bengal”. The respondent reminded the 
audience that he had been defeated in the 1958 bye- 
election to the Assam Legislative Assembly from the 
Nowgong L.A, Constituency by an opposition candidate ; 
the result of the defeat of the Congress candidate was 
that there was sufferings of the Bengali population at large 
and particularly at Hojai in the 1960 language distur- 
bance. The audience was also remined of the language 
disturbance of 1972. According to the petitioner the 
respondent said that if the Bengalis did not vqte for the 
congress candidate but voted for the petitioner worse 
sufferings would follow. It has been further stated in 
Schedule T that the respondent further said that — "Janata 
leaders” like Hareswar Goswami, Hem Barua (both 
deceased) and the petitioner were leaders of the “Bongal 
Kheda Aodolan” (drive away the Bengalis movement) 
and they participated actively in the anti-Bengali riots of 
1 960 ; and yet some Bengali people here were canvassing 
for Indreswar Goswami. They must know that Congress 
alone could save them from such riots and disturbances, 

It has been further stated in para (6) of Schedule T 
that several respectable persons, such as Sftaram, a business- 
man, Jagatnarayan Jadab, a prominent resident, Manik 
Bose alias Sudhir Ch. Bose, all of Hojai town, and Deba 
Tamuli and Maya Singh of Lanka town were present in 
the meeting, and they reported the contends of the speech 
of the respondent in the meeting to the petitioner the 
same dHy at about 10.00 P.M. 


24. In the written statement the respondent has denied 
the allegations of corrupt practice, and has averred that 
the allegations arc baseless. 


25. In support of the charge of this corrupt practice, 
the petitioner has examined P.W. 15, Deba Tamuli and 
P.W. 20, Das Gupta, 


, 1S a graduate contractor and resides at village 
Pipalpukhurl at a distance of about two miles from 
Lanka which is again 9 miles away from Hojai, He deposes 
that he attended the Congress election meeting aforesaid 
He says that about 1200 to 1500 people attended that 
meeting. He further deposes that about 95 per cent of 
the audience were Bengali speaking Hindus. The respon- 
dent was introduced to the audience by Idris Ali Fakir, 
M.L.A. After the introduction, according to the witness, 
Barooah addressed the gathering thus : 


Earlier Shri Phani Bora, an opposition candidate 
returned to the Legislative Assembly (I do not 
remember whether he said Legislative Assembly 
or Parliament), from this constituency. As a 
rcs V ,t there was the language disturbance in 1960 
and 1972. Indreswar Goswami, who is now the 
Janata party candidate from this constituency, 
was the leader of language disturbance of 1972. 
11 vou vote for him there will be no safety and 
security to you." 


Addressing the Manipuri section of the 
witness further deposes, the respondent said - 


audience, the 


If you vote for the opposition candidate, your condi- 
tion will also be the same. Please therefore vote 
tor me and make me successful”. 

But this is not the petitioner's allegation in the petitiou 
He further says that one Gandhi Bhadra and a feu 
thot ft W,th ^ m ,n the meet mp- The witness sav< 

HWt™ * h $ went t0 the resldnce of Gandh : 

l hi8 there, the petition”, 

7' d an - d , he wtvs 'Educed to the witness 

Th.rc he saw the petitioner for the first time, In Oendh 


Bhadra’s residence he and Gandhi Bhadra reported the 
speech of Barooah to the petitioner. Gandhi Bhadra has 
not been examined, 

P.W. 15 is admittedly the Secretary of the Janata Party 
of the Lumding L.A. Constituency and a member of the 
District Committee of the Nowgong Janata party. He 
worked for the Janata party in the election in question. 
He being the resident of Lanka, which was at 
a distance of 1 1 miles from Hojai, he was asked 
In cross-examination as to the purpose of his visit 
to Hojai. He said that he had a cousin Makan by name 
at Hojai, He went to visit her as she was suffering from 
cold and fever. He went to Hojai by the 10.30 morning 
passenger train. His cousin was married there. He says 
that she had a number of children but he cannot give 
the number of the children. He then says that she had 
one daughter and four sons and that her husband was a 
Kanungo. When he was asked about his precise relation- 
ship with Makan, he says that she was the daughter of 
the ‘Sakhi‘ (friend) of his father. But curiously enough on 
arrival at Hojai by train, instead of going to her residence 
to enquire about her indisposition, he says, he went to the 
residence of Gandhi Bhadra, a supporter of the Janata 
party and reached Bhadra’s residence at about 12 A.M. and 
was with him for about 10 minutes. Thereafter, still more 
strangely, he allegedly went to the aforesaid Congress elec- 
tion meeting at Hojai. After the meeting he again went to 
the residence of Gandhi Bhadra to pass time as the train 
was due to arrive at 10.30 P.M,, the Congress election 
meeting have been over after about an hour. It appear* 
he did not at all visit the residence of his 'cousin^ Makan, 
although he is said to have gone to Hojai to enquire about 
the illness of his cousin. In my opinion he is a procured 
witness and no reliance can at all be placed on his evi- 
dence. 

P.W. 29 supports the petitioner's case ; but he having 
left the Congress after the election and newly joined the 
Janata Party, is a highly partian witness. His evidence 
needs independent corroboration, which is lacking. 

The petitioner was not present In the meeting at Hojai, 
but he arrived there at about 10 pan. On that very day 
and learnt about the speech of Barooah from Sitaram, 
Jagat Narayan, Sudhir Bose and some others. He deposes 
that he made a note about the Congress meeting at Hojai 
in his diary, Ext. P/15, Ext, P/1J(7) is the relevant note. 
But in Ext. P/15(7) there is no mention of any communal 
speech by the respondent at all. Ext. P/15(7) therefore is 
worthless. 

26. The respondent has examined himself and R.W. 9, 
Mrs. Barthakur. The respondent admits that he addressed 
one Congress election meeting at Hojai on February 16. 
According to him the gathering consisted of about 3000 
people consisting of Bengali Hindus Muslims and Hindi 
speaking people. He was the only speaker in the meeting. 
He denies the speech attributed to him by Das Gupta 
(P.W. 29). 

R.W. 9 deposes that she presided over the aforesaid 
Congress election meeting at Hojai. She corroborates the 
evidence of the respondent. She says that Barooah’s speech 
was similar to his earlier speech at Doboka. 

27. The petitioner has not examined any witness from 
Hojai although he named four including Gandhi Bhadra. 
They were not partisan witnesses. P.W. 15, whose evidenca 
I have rejected, was an inhabitant of a place 1 1 miles 
away from Hojai. In para (3) of Schedule T late Horeswar 
Goswami, at one time speaker of the Assam Legislative 
Assembly and I-ate Hem Barua, M.P. and the petitioner 
have been described as "Janata leaders” who 'were lea- 
ders of ‘Bongal Kheda Andolan’. who “participated actively 
In the anti-Bengali riots of 1960”, But Hareswar Goswami 
and Hem Barua admittedly died long before the birth of 
the Janata Party. It is difficult to believe that the respon- 
dent would describe them as leaders of the Janata Party. 

In para 15(a) the peiitioner has alleged that the respon- 
dent asked the Bengalis to "move out to west Bengal" but 
in schedule T, the allegation is that the respondent f* 
alleged to have said “Bengali people willing to live in 
Assam must vote fop Congress. He who is not willing to 
live in Assam has the option not to vote for the Congress” 
The diversence is material. 
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In the petition the respondent Is alleged to have referred 
to the 1972 language riot but not in Schedule T ; in the 
petition similar threats are alleged to have been hurled 
to the Hindustanis and Marwarls but there is no such 
allegation in Schedule T. In the petition the incriminating 
speech constituting corrupt practice is attributed to Indns 
All Fakir, M.L.A. but not In Schedule T. There are 
other discrepancies as well. 

On a consideration of all the evidence on the point, I 
hold that the petitioner has been unable to establish the 
allegation of the corrupt practice. 

(il) LUMDING 

28. In clause (b) of para 15 read with Sche- 
dule T to the petition, the petitioner has alleged that a 
Congress election meeting was held at Liimding on March 
10, 1977 at about 5.30 P.M. at Sahid Maidan, The meet- 
ing was attended by about 5 to 6 thousand people, 
Lumding is a Railway Junction of the N,F. Railway and 
most of the employees are Bengalis. The petitioner further 
alleges that there were some refugees from the erstwhile 
East Pakistan. He alleges that the entire Lumding was 
inhabited by Bengalis, and the respondent took It for 
granted that the railway workers, who were victimised 
In the Railway strike, would vote against the 

Congress. According to the petitioner, the respondent, 
therefore, intimidated the voters of the area, particularly 
the refugee settlees, who were small traders, hawkers, and 
petty shop-keepers. The petitioner has given a gist of the 
speech of the respondent in schedule T as follows : 

"... .Just after the defeat of the Congress candidate in the 
bye-olection of 1959 in the Nowgong constituency 
when opposition candidate got elected large scale 
anti-Bengali riot broke out in Assam in 1960 where 
Bengali population of the Nowgong town was the 
worst suflerer. There was none to protect them as the 
then opposition MLA did not come out for their pro- 
tection and similar fate awaits them provided they 
do not vote for the congress. So the Bengali people 
willing to live in Assam must vote for the Congress 
for their own safety r '. 

The petitioner alleges that the resnondent further said 
that Late Hareswar Goswami and late Hem Baraa and the 
petitioner were the leaders of ‘Bongal Kheda Andolnn’ of 1960 
and that the petitioner actively participated in the arson, loot- 
ing and assault in the anti-Bengali riots of 1960 and 1972, The 
respondent said that the Bengalis could not afford to vote for 
such a person as Indreswar Goswami and should vote for the 
Congress candidate. 

Tt has also been stated in schedule ‘J’ that after Barooah, 
Das Gupta (P.W.29) who was the local Congress M.L.A. 
also addressed the gathering. Das Gupta is a man of Bengali 
origin. According to the petitioner he addressed the gathering 
at Lumding thus: 

"... .If we do not cast our vote in favour of the Re'pon- 
dent No, 1. in favour of the Congress candidate the 
same fate shall await to us. Our very existence in the 
state is threatened and there will be no body to pro- 
tect your safety. As for myself I shall not be able 
to look after your interest single handedly if such 
eventuality arises in future. So you should vote 
for the victory of the Congress candidate ". 

The petitioner has stated that in that meeting P.W. 28. 
Jitesh Chandra Chakrnvartv. P.W. 30 Biswanath Saha, Siben- 
dru Bikas Choudhury, Blioy Singh. Saman Dhar, Samesh 
Maiumdar, Tanan Goswami. Prof. Roy, Prof. Barkataki, and 
Prof, Saikia, of Lumding College amongst others, were pre- 
sent. The petitioner came to know about the meeting and the 
speech of the resnondent from P.W. 28 when he visited Lum- 
ding on 13-3-1977. The petitioner has alleged that the 
electors of Lumding. who would have voted for the petitioner, 
were greatelv shaken and as such could not dare to come 
out openly in support of the petitioner. 

29. In his written statement the respondent has denied the 
petitioner’s alienations. He has averred that late Hareswar 
Goswami and Hrm Rama were his political colleagues and it 
is inconceivable that he would make such allegations against 
them, 


30. In support of the charge of corrupt practice at Lumd- 
ing the ptticioner has examined three witnesses, namely P.Ws 
28, 29 and 30. 

P.W. 28, Jitesh Chandra Chakravarty, is a retired Railway 
employee of the Bengali community. He lives at Lumding. He 
deposes that the majority of the population of the Lumding 
are Bengali speaking Hindus. On 10th of March at about 5 or 
5.15 P.M. a Congress election meeting was held at Shahid 
Maidan at I.umdlng. About 1000 or 1500 people attended 
the meeting. The meeting was addressed by the local M.L.A. 
(P.W. 29) and the respondent. According to P.W. 28 the 
respondent said that he was a Congress candidate and that 
although at that time Congress was not so popular he 

“knew the art of winning election After the election 

you will see that congress has won the election’’. 

P.W. 28 has further deposed that the respondent said 
that whenever an opposition candidate was returned from 
any constituency, dire consequences followed ; for example, 
Barooah is reported to have said, in 1959 Assembly Elec- 
tion, Nowgong returned an opposition candidate and the re- 
sult was 1960 anti-Bengali riot and that for all the anti-Ben- 
gali riots in Assam the persons responsible were late Hareswar 
Goswami, Late Hem Barua and the petitioner P.W. 28 fur- 
ther deposes that Barooah further said : 

‘If the people of Lumding consisting a Majority Ben- 
gali sneaking people, do not return the Congress 
candidate, there might follow linguistic disturbance, 
Indreswar Goswami is a Brahmin, I polish mv 
shoes with the sacred fhreads of such Brahmins." 

He admits that during the election he worked for the 
Janata party and that now he is a member of the District 
Committee of the Nowgong Janata Party itself. He says 
that he tried to inform the Janata party office at Nowgong 
by trunk call from a telephone of Radha Cinema at Lumd- 
ing, No document has been produced to show that in fact 
he had the telephone call. The witness even cannot sav whe- 
ther the call was ordinary or urgent. He says that he did 
not pay for the call, nor does he know the cost of the call. 
The last sentence of the speech attributed to the respondent 
is not the petitioner’s case. It appears to he a figment of the 
imagination of this witness. The speech attributed to the 
respondent in the election petition and the speech attributed 
to him by P.W. 28 are not identical. No reliance, therefore, 
can be placed on the evidence of this witness. 

P.W. 30, Biswanath Saha, is a student, He says that ho 
attended the aforesaid Congress election meeting. He depo- 
ses that at the beginning Barooah referred to the good deeds 
done by the Congress Government and that it brought in- 
dependence of the country. But during the course of hia 
speech he became irritated and referred to the communal 
riots of 1960 and 1972 and asked the people to cast their 
votes for the Congress, ‘‘else, he said, 1960 and 1972 might 
be repeated”. He further says that Das Gupta (P.W. 29) 
“merely asked the people to cast their votes for the Cong- 
ress" thus contradicting the petitioner’s case.- In cross-exami- 
nation the witness says that he took note of the speech of 
Barooah on a blank-sheet of paper but he has been unable 
to produce the piece of paper, which was a contemporaneous 
document. 

P.W. 29 deposes that Barooah repeated at Lumding his 
speech at Hoiai referring to anti-Bengali riots and the per- 
sons responsible for them. He says that in the meeting he 
simply offered vote of thanks and thereby contradicted the 
petitioner’s case in the election petition that P.W. 29 also 
delivered a speech asking the people to cast their votes for 
the Congress candidate on pain that if they did not, anti- 
Bengali riots might ensue and that he would not he in a posl- 
tion to protect them in such an eventuality. In the petition, 
the petitioner alleged corrupt practice against him also. P.W. 
29 belies the petitioner’s case in the petition and in Schedule 
’J’, Tt is highly in the interest of P.W. 29 to support the 
petitioner in order to save himself. It is unsafe therefore 
to place reliance on P.W. 29. 

31. Further In the election petition, the petitioner men- 
tioned the names of five persons npd ‘others’ as the source 
of his information, while in schedule ‘J’ he has mentioned 
10 names and ’others’ as the source and among them 3 were 
professors of the local College, but they have not been 
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examined. In iiis evidence P.W, 1 has omitted to mention 
the name of i’.W. 29 as delivering a speech, while in sche- 
dule ‘J’, the petitioner attributed an incriminating speech to 
P.W. 29 P,W. 30 does not support P.W. 28 in the alleged 
speech attributed, to the Respondent. P.W. 28 introduces an en- 
tirely a new story when he attributes an abominable Utter- 
ance to Barooah. namely, “Indrcswar Goswami is a Brah- 
min. I polish my shoes with the sacred threads of such Brah- 
mins,’’ 


teacher of the local High School, and he also fully continued 
ihat the respondent took recourse to extreme communal pro- 
paganda lo influence the Muslim voters of that area. It has 
also been alleged that Fakrul Islam wrote on article styled 
“Sixth parliamentary Election and the Muslim community in 
Assam”, which was published in the April 13 issue of Saptahlk 
Nilachai. 

36. The respondent in his written statement has denied 
the charge of corrupt practice. 


32. The respondent has examined himself and R.W. 9. 
The respondent admits that he addressed the Congress elec- 
tion meeting held at Lumding. The meeting was attended by 
Bengalis, Assamese, Punjabis and a few Marwaris, He says 
that the tenor of his speech at lumding was the same as 
any other place, lying particular emphasis on socialism, 
national unity and productivity. He denies that he made any 
reference to the petitioner or that he held out any threat of 
linguistic disturbance if the Bengalis did not cast vote for him. 
He stoutly denies the speech attributed to him by P.W. 28, 
Jibesh Chandra Chakravarty. 

R.W. 9 who presided over the meeting at Lumding sup- 
ports the respondent. 

33. On a consideration of the entire evidence on this 
charge, it has to be held that the allegation of the corrupt 
practice has not been established. 

D. CORRUPT PRACTICE LINDER SECTION 12313) and 
(3A) OF THE R.P. ACT. 

34. The petitioner has alleged that the respondent 
and several of his colleagues with “the knowledge, connivance 
and consent of the petitioner and/or his election agent, have 
committed corrupt practices under sub-sections C3) and (3A) 
of section 123 of the R.P. Act, inter alia, at Doboka. Gopal- 
nagar. Nowgong Sports Field, Bhuragnon, Tengamiri. Jamuna- 
guvi, Odali Tinali. and Morajhar. 

(i) DOBOKA 

35. The petitioner in Schedule ’A’ to the election petition 
has alleged that a congress election meeting was held in the 
Doboka Mandal Bazar at about 2 P.M. on February 16, 
1977. The meeting was addressed by Shri Bedabrata Banin, 
the then Union Deputy Minister, Md. Idris. Shri Hitcsvvar 
Saikia, both then Ministers, Assam, Mrs. Barthnkur, President, 
D.C.C., Nowgong: Md. Idris Ali Fakir, MJ.A . and Mukut 
Sarma, secretary, D.C.C., Nowgong. The gathering consisted 
of about 300 to 400 people. According to the petitioner the 
meeting was originally schedule to be held in the premises 
of the Doboka HE. School, but as there was a poor gathering 
there the venue of the meeting was shifted to the Mandal 
Bazar of Doboka to attract a larger audience ns it was near 
to the bazar. The meeting was addresed by the respondent 
in a language, “which is extremely communal in contents” 
Tt has boen quoted In para (2) of Schedule 'A' of the petition 
as follows: ~ 

‘Muslim brothers, today there is life and death question 
before you. You belong to the minority community. For the 
last long 30 years the Indian National Congress is taking parti- 
cular care of your community, and this has been done over- 
coming the serious difficulties created by the different opnosi- 
tion parties. Today at the critical period of the counTy. the 
subversive communnl political parties have united together 
only to mislead you. They are before you In the guise of 
Janata Party. The so-called Janata Party's aim is not to 
serve the common people, particularlv the minority com- 
munity ; their aim is to dislodge the secular Congress from 
nower and to establish a Hindurai and to destroy the unity of 
the Indian people. So vou should think if Janata Party gets 
power, what will he vour position 7 Moreover thev will 
interfere with vonr religion, social customs and would make 
Mass-scale conversion and vou will not he able to live 
peacefully. At present. T am looking after the interest of 
the Muslim Community.” 

The petitioner has alleged in para 3 of Schedule ’A’ that 
he himself attended the meeting along with his ‘party comrades.’ 
namely. P.W.21, Sattar Mia P.W. 16, Abdul Matlilb Patowari : 
Akkas Ali and a few others who had arrived there to attend 
their own election meeting scheduled to be held at 3.30 P.M. 
and heard the speech. Tt has also been alleged that subsequent 
to the meeting the petitioner met one Fakrul Islam, son of a 


37. in support of this charge, the petitioner has examined 
himself as P.W. 1, P.W. 16 Md- Abdul Matlib Patowari, and 
P.W 21 Sattar Mia. The petitioner in his evidence has given the 
purport of the speech of the respondent as follows: 

“Muslim brethren, for the last 30 years the Congress has 
been safeguarding the interests of the Muslim in 
spite of the oppositions by the opposition parties. The 
Congress believe in secularism. There is a party now 
called the Janata Party. Janata Party means Jana 
Sangha. Jana Sangha means R.S.S. Tf the Janata Party 
comes to power it will not be possible for the Muslims 
to protect their religious rights, and even to say their 
‘Namaj’, as the object of the R.S.S. is to establish 
a Hindu Raj in India. Tf the Janata Party conies to 
power Hindu Raj will he established in Tndia and 
there will be large scale conversion of Muslims into 
Hindu. Therefore request you not to cast your votes 
for the Janata candidate but to cast your votes to me 
so that your rights and interest may be protected,” 

P.W. 16, Md. Abdul Matlib Patowari, gives the gist of the 
speech of Barooah ns follows : 

"Muslim brethren, you are a minority community. You 
are at a critical Juncture in this election. A party 
called Janata party is fighting the election on various 
pretexts misleading the people. Tf the Janata Party 
comes (o power they will establish Hinduraj in 
India. They are trying to ousl the congress which it 
fighting for socialism and secularism- Tf this party 
comes to power there will be no end of your miseries. 
You will not be able to perform and preserve your 
religious rights. I have been fighting for the cause of 
the Muslims and will be fighting for it, Please there- 
fore vote for me and safeguard your interests,” 

According to the witness, Barooah further said : 

"Janata party contains Jana Sangh. To vote for the 
Janata means voting for the Jana Sangha; and to vote 
for Janata means destroying the unity of India and 
establishment of Hindu Rashtra in Tndia." 

P.W. 16. however, contradicting the petitioner, says that he 
was no a “party comrade” of the petitioner along with Akkas 
Ali and Sattar Mea and that it would not be true, rather it 
would be wrong, on the part of the petitioner to call the witness 
one of his party comrades. The petitioner, however, in the 
election petition, described P.Ws 16 and 21 as his party 
comrades in para 3 of schedule ’A’ P.W. 16 has given the 
respondent’s speech from his memory. 

P.W. 21, Sattar Mia, is illiterate. He deposes that he 
does not temember the date of the congress election meeting 
at Doboka, but “it was SivB-ratri’ day”. Although he is 
Muslim, he says he knows it to be Siva-ratri day “as some of 
my neighbours are Hindus". He deposes that at beginning 
of the meeting “Mrs. Usha Borthakur announced that a 
Minis er had come and the people should gather there. ‘Tt 
was not the petitioner’s case that a Minister attended that 
meeting. He, albeit an illiterate person, has given a summary 
of the alleged speech of the respondent as follows : 

“Muslim brothers, the congress is 30 years old. Tt has 
so long been serving the Muslims. The Janata is 
three days old. Further it consists of Jana Sangh, 
So if the Janata party comes to power you know 
what will be your fate. The Jana Sangh has so long 
been trying to establish Hindu raj. Tt has now 
merged in Janata party. So if it comes to power 

you decide what they will do 

tn that case they will s'op performance of your 
religious rites and also the ‘Ouarbani of Dumbas’ etc. 
You wjll not be in a position to pursue your reli- 
gious rights according to vour own desire. 

So please vote for the congress." 


711 GT/78-2 
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P.W. 21 however, admits contradicting P.W. 16, that he is a 
member of the Janata Party although he says that he did 
not work for the petitioner in the election and further contra- 
dicting the petitioner says that "the petitioner was not my 
co-worker in the election,” As he said that he remembered 
about the congress election meeting as it was held on a Siva- 
ratri day, he was asked in cross-examination whether he 
had any idea of the Swaraswati Puja. He says that he has 
none. He does not understand what R.S.S, is, but he says he 
has heard the name of Janata Party. 

38. The respondent has examined himself and R.W. 9, 
Mrs. Barthakur.The respondent admits that he addressed the 
congress elec ion meeting at Doboka on the 16th of February, 
but he says he addressed it on the basis of the Congress elec- 
tion manifesto, particularly dwelling on economic social equa- 
lity, democracy, secularism, equal rights to all religious com- 
munities, non-alignment and the like. He denies that he 
addressed the gathering or any section of it on the ground of 
religion or community. Tie denies the speech attributed to 
him by the petitioner. 

R. W. 9 deposes that she presided over the meeting at 
Doboka. She gives in her evidence the substance of the 
speech of Barooah in the Doboka meeting. According to her 
Barooah told the gathering that the constituency was so long 
returning only the Congress candidate and this time also he 
hoped that it would re urn a Congress candidate particularly 
remembering the services rendered to them by the Congress so 
long. She further says that Barooah spoke on socialism, secu- 
larism and democracy particularly dwelling on the unity of 
the country. 

39. Admittedly there were disinterested “important local 
people" such as Akbar AH, Ni ya Gopal Alch, Korban All 
Patwari, Bias Ali Ahmed present in the meeting. They have 
not been examined by the petitioner; nor Fakhrul Islam, 
who allegedly "confirmed" the "extreme communal propa- 
ganda", has been examined. No reasons for their non-exami- 
nation have been offered. The speeches attributed to the 
respondent by the witnesses are discrepant. They also differ 
from the speech quoted in Schedule ‘A’. In his deposition the 
petitioner says, “The quotation of the speech given at clause 
(2) of Schedule A is not verbatim speech of the respondent 
No. 1 but it is as accurate a summary of bis speech as could 
possibly have been recorded. I myself made the summary 

when the speech was in progress and I was listening 

to it. The summary was taken on a piece of paper.” He 
says he handed over (he piece of paper to his counsel. But 
it has not been proved. It was an important contemporane- 
ous document that allegedly contained the earliest version 
of the speech. The inference is that the piece of paper did 
not contain the speech attributed to the respondent. 

Further 'he speech of the respondent was reported to be 
tape-recorded. The tape-record has not been proved and the 
explanation offered for its non-production is not convincing. 

It mils’, therefore, be held that the charge of the corrupt 
practice has not been satisfactorily established, 

(ii) NOWGONG SPORTS MAIDAN 

40. In Schedule ‘F’ of the election petition petitioner has 
alleged that on March 12, 1977 at about 2.30 P.M, a Congress 
election meeting was held in the Sports Maidan, otherwise 
known as Jubilee field, in the Npwgong town. The meeting 
was attended, amongst others, by the respondent, Maulana 
Asad Madani (hereinafter ’Maulana Madam’) Shri Bedaprata 
Barua, the then Union Deputy Minister Shri Abu Sama, Pre- 
sident, Nowgong District Jamiat-E-Ulema-Hlnd. Mrs. Usha 
Barthakur, President, Nowgong, D.C.C.. Shri Lila Kotoki, 
Election Agent of the respondent, and Shri Lakhi Prasad Go- 
swami, Ex-Minister, Assam. The meeting was addressed first 
by Maulana Madani. The petitioner has quoted in Schedule 
’F’ the speech of Moulana Madarri as follows : — 

"... I have taken this opportunity to caution the 
Muslims of Assam particularly. Janata Party is in 
■ fact a party of Tana Sangb in camouflage. Jana 
Sanaa's cadres are all from R.S.S. and R.S.S. believ- 
es in Hinduraj. Once 31011 elect a Janata party 
- candidate, you must feel the consequences of Hindu- 
raj. Janata Party is a party dominated by Brahmins. 


I don’t mean that the Janata Party is dominated by 
Brahmins of Assam, or Bengal or Rajasthan but it 
is a party dominated by Brahmins of Maharashtra; 
the non-Brahmins have no place in Janataraj. So you 
must see that Janata Party candidate gets defeated in 
the hand of the Congress candidate. It is for the 
interest of Muslims as well as Hindus to cast their 
votes in favour of Respondent No. 1. You must 
realise that your Baruaji is now the topmost leader 
of India and his reputation as a great leader has 
been recognised even by the big foreign countries. 
He has brought glory to Assam. 

You may have more glory through him. Muslims parti- 
cularly can safely rely on him for their protection 
and safeguard ” 

After him, according lo the petitioner, the respondent ad- 
dressed the gathering. The petitioner also has quoted his 
speech in the Schedule ‘F* as follows : 

“....You have listened to Madani Saheb. He is correct 
when he says that Janata Party is dominted by 
Jana Sangh and RSS who wants to establish Hindu 
Raj. If you look at the composition of that party 
you will find that it is dominated by Brahmins. The 
secular character attained by the Congress would be 
Inst in the hands of Janata. Religious minorities 
have reasonable ground of apprehension and they 
must elect someone who fought for them. Non- 
Muslims should also be cautious about domination 
by Hindu communalists, 

41. The meeting, according to the petitioner, was attended 
by several thousands of people including Shri Dwiiendra 
Mohan Goswami, Advocate, Bhubaneswar Goswami (P.W. 7), 
Murali Agarwala, Kamakhya Bhattacharyya. Mahesh Das, 
Advocate, Sarafuddin Ahmed, Advocate, Mitradeb Bhuyan, 
Nandalal Saha, Bacha Prasad Singh, Haradutta Chouban, 
Sailesh Ghose, Prof. Tagor Bora. A. Musabblr Chowdhurl, 
Advocate, Bhadra Hazarika, and Prafulla Roy. The petitioner 
met the above mentioned persons in the same night (12-3-77) 
and came to know about the speeches. According to the 
petitioner a brief report of the meeting was published in the 
Dainik Asom dated 14-3-77. He has given an English trans- 
lation of the said report os Annexure 7(a) to Schedule ‘F of 
the petition. 

42. The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations of corrupt practice. 

43. In support of this charge the petitioner has examined 
P.W. 8, Md. Abu Sama, P.W. 9. Puspa Kantn Bora. P.W. 7 
Bhubaneswar Goswami. P.W. 10. Kirtinath Hazarika, P.W. 
12, Bisbnu Ram Tamuly, and P.W. 13 Bacha Prasad Singh, 

P.W. 8 gives the substance of the speech of Maulana 
Madani as follows ; 

“The Muslima of India today are in a crucial time of 
history. They are to cast their votes in thla election 
after due and cool deliberations. A party called 
Janata Party has now cropped up. Janata party means 
the Jana Sangha and Jana Sangha means the R.S.S. 
The oblcct of the R.S.S. Is to establish Hindu Raj in 
India. If the Janata Party come to power, the Mus- 
lims will not be in a position to perform their reli- 
gious rites. They will stop cow slaughter. In fact 
cow slaughters have already been stopped In severnl 
States. The Muslims will not be allowed to perform 
their Namaj. In such a situation the Muslims have 
no other alternative than to cast their votes for the 
Congress." 

According to him, after Maulana Madani, the respondent 
addressed the gathering as follows : 

“You have listened to the speech of Maulana Madani 
T have all along been working for the Interests of 
the Muslims. T therefore request you to cast your 

votes for the Congre'N." 


According to this witness (P.W. 8) the respondent said 
that the Janata Party was not a party at all. It was a benarni 
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party of the Jana Sangha. He says that in Ihe election in 
question he worked for the Congress candidate and in that 
connection he had to tour different parts of the constituency. 
According to him, as a result of the speeches communal ten- 
sion was created. He says that he told the petitioner that after 
the speeches of the respondent and Maulana Mudani at Now- 
gong he had no hope of success in the election. 

P.W. 7, Bhubaneswar Goswami was a Registrar of this 
Court. He retired in 1975. Since then he has been practising 
in the District Courts at Nowgong. Admittedly he worked 
against the Congress in the election and supported the peti- 
tioner “heart and soul". He was elected President of the Now- 
gong Ad-hoc Janata party on April 20, 1977 He also ad- 
mittedly attended a meeting drganised by R.S.S. at Sahid 
Bhavan at Nowgong and addressed it ; he is a ‘sympathiser’ 
of the R.S.S. and worked for it. He has attributed the fol- 
lowing speech to Maulana Madani in the Congress election 
meeting at Jubilee Maidan, Nowgong : 

"Janata party is no party. Janata party means Jana 
Sangha. Jana Sangha is merely the wing of Ihe 
R.S.S. R.S.S. is dominated by Brahmins — -not by 
the Brahmins of Assam, not by the Brahmins of 
Bengal, not by the Brahmins of any olher part of 
India, but by the Brahmins of Maharashtra and more 
particularly by the Kerari Brahmins. So if the Janata 
party comes to power there will be no security of 
the Muslims of India, In fact there will be no secu- 
rity to any people in India except the Hindus.” 

According to this witness, after Maulana Madani the res- 
pondent spoke. He attributed the following speech to the res- 
pondent . 

"You have heard the sneech of Maulana Madani Saheb. 
He has said that Janata party means Jana Sangha 
and Jana Sangha means the R.S.S. Tf the Janata 
party comes to power the Muslima of India will have 
no place in India. The Hindus and Muslims unitedly 
fought for the independence of the country and be- 
cause of that united front we got independence. The 
Janata party now wants to break that unity and is 
going to make a Hindu Raj in India.” 

This witness deposes that on hearing the speech of the 
respondent he was disgusted and left the meeting. He says 
that Maulana Madani spoke in Urdu mixed with Hindi. 
Ext. R/3(l), which is an Urdu passage, was read out to the 
witness but he has “not properly understood the passage”. 
He has admitted that R.S.S. is not a force in Assam. He has 
also admitted that Mukut Sarma, General Secretary of the 
Nowgong D.C.C., Uiladhar Kotoki, the Election Agent of the 
respondent, as well as he himself are Brahmins. 


P.W. 9, Puspa Kantn Bora is a teacher of the Haibargaon 
High School, which in a Government High School. He deposes 
that while returning home from his School he saw the res- 
pondent addressing ihe Congress election meeting held in the 
Jubilee Maidan of Nowgong. He attributes the following 
speech to the respondent : 

“You have already heard Ihe speech of Maulana Madani. 
The Janata party is not a real party. It is a conglo- 
meration of different parties led by the Jana Sangha. 
This Janata party cannot last long. The parties have 
combined only to oust Congress and Indira Gandhi. 
Tf this party comes to power the Muslims would not 
he allowed even to perform their Namaj in Mos- 
ques.” 

This witness deposed in Court on <18th January, 1978, In 
cross-examination he admitted that he had not received the 
summons of this Court through proper channel and that he 
came to depose in Court without the permission of the school 
authorities. He says that such permission was not necessary 
as the school was closed that day (18th January, 1978) on 
account of ‘Silpi Divas'. The respondent has proved an appli- 
cation, Ext. R/15, (lied by the witness before lh c Headmaster 
for leave from the school for 18th January, 1978. Ext. R/15 
clearly shows that 18th January, 1978 was not a holiday as 
deposed to by the witness but a working day and he bn- told 
a lie when he said that leave was not necessary as the school 
was closed. He is unworthy of any credit. 
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P.W. 13, Baeha Prasad Singh, is also a teacher. He says 
that he also attended the Congress election meeting aforesaid. 
He has attributed Ihe following speech to Maulana Madani : 

”1 want to tell the Muslims in particular that Janata 
party consists of the Jana Sankh and the RSS who 
want to establish Hindu Raj in India, which the 
Muslims do not want. The RSS again is a party of 
the Brahmins.” 

At that time, he says, the respondent whispered something to 
Maulana Madani when the later said : 

When I say Brahmins, I do not mean ihe Brahmins 
of Assam or of Bengal Bui 1 mean the Brahmins 
of Maharashtra. Therefore 1 ask you to cast your 
votes for the Congress and not to the Janata party 
as in case you vote for the Janata party, Brahmin-raj 
would be established." 

Re corrected his evidence saying that by ‘Brahman-raj’ he 
meant ‘Hindu-raj’. 

After Maulana Madani, according to the witness, the res- 
pondent spoke in fhe meeting. He has attributed the follow- 
ing speech to the respondent : 

“You have heard the speech of Madani Saheb. What he 
has said is true. If you vote for the Janata party, 
Hindu raj would be established. If you want to 
safeguard your own lives and interests, please vote 
for the Congress.” 

The witness in cross-examination has stated that the speech 
he has attributed to Maulana Madani is “the sum and suba- 
tanie” of his entire speech, "which, it is difficult to know 
whether the sum and substance” is a correct one. 

P.W. 13 is not an Assamese and admittedly knows very 
little Assamese. Admittedly the respondent spoke in Assamese. 
P.W. 13 also admits that he does not know reading and writ- 
ing of Uidu but he says he understand it, Paras 7 to 9 of 
Ext. R/4, which is a copy of the Congress Manifesto in 
Urdu, were read out to this witness, but he says that he does 
not fully understand the passages and that he has understood 
only a little of it. In such a situation his "sum and substance” 
of the speeches of Madani and Barooah is not dependable. 


P.W. 10 is Kirtinath Haznrika, Editor, Dainik Asom. He 
deposes that the news as per Ext. p/18(1) was received by 
telegram from the paper’s Correspondent, P.W. 12 stationed 
at I.anka in the district of Nowgong. But P.W. 12 contradicts 
him when he says that he did not send any report of the 
Congress election meeting at Nowgong. The originals of 
Exts. p/18(l) and p/l8(2) could not be proved as they are 
said to be untraceablo in the press. P.W. 10 says that one 
Mrs. Lilawati Barkakati was the Dainik Asom’s correspondent 
at Nowgong from whom, he says, he did not receive any report 
of the news about the Congress election meeting at Now- 
gong. Mrs, Lilawali Barkakati has not been examined, 
P.W. 10 does not know who delivered the news of Ext, 
p/ 18(2), but it was received, he says, froip the Janata party 
office at Gauhati, The author or authors of Exts. p / 1 8(1 ) 
and p/ 1 8(2) have not been examined. So they contain hearsay 
and are worthless. 

44. The respondent has examined himself. R.H. 4 — Shri 
Mukut Sarma. R.H. fi — Maulana Madani and R.W. 9 Mrs. 
Barthakur in support of his denials. 

The respondent admits that he addressed the Congress elec- 
tion meeting held at Jubilee Maidan in the Nowgong town on 
March 12, 1977. He says that it was a big gathering consisting 
of Assamese and Bengali Hindus, Muslims, and Hindi speak- 
ing people from Bihar and other places. He says that the 
tenor of his speech was that since 1952 to 1971 the Nowgong 
L. A, Constituency was returning Congress candidates except 
on two occasions when Shri Phani Bora, a C.P.T, candidate, 
was returned in the bve-election of 1959 and in the general 
election of 1967. He further denoses that even in the last 
Assembly Election of 1978, the Congress candidate was re- 
turned from the Nowgong T . A. constituency and the peti- 
tioner. who contested as a Janata party candidate, was de- 
feated. He says that R.W, 6 did not say that the Janata 
Party was a conglomeration of different parties and that it 
should not be entrusted with the future of the country, He 
further says that the Maulana (R.W. 6) did not make any 
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mention of the R.S.S., Jana Sanghs or the Brahmins, The 
speech attributed to R.W. 6 by P.W. 7, Bhubaneswar Goswami 
is denied by the respondent, He denies that he said that if 
the Janata party came to power Hindu Raj would be ea- 
tablishcd in India. 

He denies the speech attributed to him by P.W. 7. He 
also denies the speech attributed to him by P.W. 9, Puspa 
Kanta Bora. He says that he explained to the audience the 
Congress ideology as ingrained in the Congress election maln- 
festo. But he admits that he said that the Janata party was 
a desperate group of parties with conflicting ideologies. 

R.W. 6 admits that he attended and addressed the aforesaid 
Nowgong meeting along with the respondent. He says that 
he spoke in the meeting about developmental and other 
works done by the Congress for the people. He denies that 
he said that the Janata party was a party dominated by 
Jana Sangha, which again was dominated by the R.S.S. that 
was constituted of the Brahmins of Maharashtra and that 
if Janata party came to power there would be no security 
for the Muslims or any other people except the Hindus. 
He says that his speech was published in A1 Zamiet, which 
was the official organ of the Jamayet E Uloma E Hind, in 
its issue of March 13. The paper is published from Delhi. 
He says that the speech was published while he was still in 
Assam. He has proved Ext. R/37, a copy of the issue of 
A1 Zarniet dated March 13, 1977 and Ext. R/37(l) is the 
relevant press report of his speech. Ext. R/37(l) is hearsay 
as the reporter has not been examined. He denies the 
speech attributed to him by P.W. 7. 

R.W. 4, Mukut Sarma, was the General Secretary of 
the Nowgong D.C.C. at the time of the parliamentary elec- 
tion in question, and Advocate of the Nowgong Bar. He 
says he attended that meeting. He denies that at the 
relevant time Abu Sama was the Vice-President of the 
Nowgon D.C.C. He says that there were two Vice-Presi- 
dents of the D.C.C. and that they were Jonab Ali and 
Kiron Bora, 

R.W. 9, Mrs. Usha Barthakur, also admits that she attended 
and presided over the Congress election meeting at Nowgong. 
She says that Maulana Madani spoke in Urdu and aught 
she understood of the speech of Maulana Madani, he laid em- 
phasis on the unity of the country and requested the Hindus 
and Muslims to work unitedly for the progress of the country. 
With regard to the speech of the respondent she says that 
the respondent endorsed the speech of Maulana Madani and 
requested the people to work unitedly for the good of the 
country. She denies the speeches attributed to Maulana Madani 
and the respondent by P.W. 7. 

45. Be the evidence of the respondent and R.Ws 6, 7, and 
4 as it may, a perusal of the speeches attributed to Maulana 
Madani by P.Ws 7, 8, 9 and 13 are so divergent inter 
so and different from the speech attributed to the Maulana in 
Schedule ‘F’ that it is difficult to depend on their evidence with 
regard to the correctness of the speech of Maulana Madani. 
Further Madani Saheb admittedly spoke in high flown 
Urdu which was not properly understood by the witnesses. 
Similarly the speeches attributed to the respondent by the 
said witnesses is divergent inter se differ from the one 
mentioned in Schedule ‘F\ I am therefore unable to accept 
their evidence as proof of the respondent’s and Maulana 
Madani’s speeches constituting corrupt practice. 

4fi, Further, Ext. p/17 is a report dated 12-3-77 of the 
speeches of Barooah and Madani in the Nowgong meeting 
sent by one Jyotindra Mohan Goswami and one Mohesh Das, 
Advocate. It is a contemporaneous document written on the 
day of the meeting itself. But none of the two signatories 
has been examined. Nor is there any mention of Ext, p/17 
in the election petition or in Schedule ‘F’ Ext. p/17 there- 
fore, to say the least, is worthless. 

47. On a consideration of the entire evidence. I hold that 
the petitioner has failed to establish the allegations of this 
corrupt practice. 

(iii) GOPALNAGAR 

48. In Schedule ‘E’ of the election petition the petitioner 
has alleged that a Congress election meeting was held in 
Jamia Islamia Jalalia Madrassa at Gopalnagar at 12 noon In 


March 12. “Speeches of worst type of communal 
propaganda were made in this meeting. The meeting was 
attended, by the members of the Muslim community only”. 
According to the petitioner about a thousand peopfe, all be- 
longing to the Muslim communitty, attended the meeting. 
Amongst the Congress leaders, the respondent, Maulana 
Madani, Md. Abu Sama, Maulana Ragbi attended the meet- 
ing. The speech of Maulana Madani, as quoted in Schedule 
‘E’ to the election petition, is as follows : 

“ this election will decide the future of Indian 

Muslims. If they fail to act' correctly, they will either 
be exterminated ot they shall be converted to Hin- 
duism. Janata party has challenged the Congress 
and have dared to set up a candidate against the Afl 
India Congress President, Debakanta Barooahji. 
Who are those Janata people ? They are Tana 
Sangha, and you know Jana Sangha is composed 
of RSS elements. These RSS people are determined 
to establish Hinduraj in India. You will forefeit your 
right to pray Namaj, you will not be allowed to 
slaughter a cow even on religious occasions. They 
have already been successful in banning cow-slaughter 
in some States. Once Janata Govt, is established 
you’ll find forcible large scale conversion to Hinduism 
shall start and beware of the coming danger. It is 
the Congress and Congress atone which can protect 
the Muslims., He is therefore in our own interest 
that we all cast our vote for Congress. Your are 
fortunate that Congress President Is asking your 
vote ”. 

After him, it has been alleged, the respondent repeated the 
speech of Maulana Madani, but “in a little milder form.” 
According to the petitioner the respondent said : — 

“Congress belives in secularism but Janata party has 
challenged the said concept. They are out to establish 
Jana Sangharaj which means a Hinduraj. Establish- 
ment of Hinduraj has some consequences. All non- 
Hindus, particularly the Muslims, shall have to 
choose whether they would allow themselves to be 
converted to Hinduism and forsake their religion and 
customs or shall migrate to Pakistan or Bangladesh 
which is a Muslim Bengal only. If they want to 
avoid that misery they must vote for congress they 
have no other way out. Jhey must go out in batches 
amongst the Muslims in the distant villages and 
tell them about the impending danger of the entire 
community.” 

After the respondent, according to the petitioner, Maulana 
Ragbi addressed the gathering as follows : 

" Muslim must prepare themselves for a Jehad. They 

must not forget the killings of thousands of muslim 
at Ahmedabad ami Viwandi. If the Janata party wins 
the election, Muslims shall have to face the same 
consequences. So they must make a proper choice 
now by casting their votes in favour ot Congress 
candidate.” 

49. The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations of comipt practice. 

50. In support of this charge the petitioner has examined 
P.W. 8, Md. Abu Sharma and P.W. 22. Abdul Manaf. The 
petitioner had no personal knowledge of the allegations. 

P.W. 8 deposes that he attended the Congress election meet- 
ing at Gopalnagar at about 11.30 A,M. This meeting was 
addressed by Maulana Madani, the respondent, and Maulana 
Ragbi, The tenor of the speeches of Madani and the res- 
pondent was the same as in the Sports Maidan at Nowgong. 
According to this witness Maulana Ragbi offered vote of 
thanks and in giving thanks he said : 

“You have heard the speeches of Maulana Madani Saheb 
and Barooah. If the Janata party comes to power 
there will be no place for the Muslims and their 
religion in India. You already know about the 
communal riots at Viwandi and Ahmedabad. It is 
our luck that Shri Barooah has become our candidate. 
He has always been serving for the Muslims. 
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1 therefore request you to cast your votes for hitn.” 

in cross-examination he (P.W, 8) denies that he was 
expelled from the Congress on April 13, 1977 for anti-party 
activities. According to him he resigned from the Congress. 
He says he does not remember to have received any show 
cause notice from the President, D.C.C., Nowgong. nor docs 
lie remember if he sent any reply to such a notice. He 
Admits that a news item about his expulsion from the Cong- 
ress was published in the Dainik Asom, but he did not send 
any rejoinder to the aforesaid news as he did not think, it 
necessary, he having already resigned. He says that the 
news of his resignation was also published in several news 
papers including Dainik Asom. But the Dainik Asom show- 
ing the publication of his resignation has not been proved. 
There s therefore no doubt that he was expelled from the 
Congress. Admittedly he joined the Janata party in May, 
1977. At the time of deposition he is a member of the 
Executive Committee of the Nowgong Janata party. So he 
is an interested witness. He admits that he cannot read or 
write Urdu. He says that Maulana Madani spoke in Urdu 
mixed with simple Hindi. lie admits that he docs not under- 
stand high flown Urdu, but lie understands simple Urdu. A 
Urdu passage (Ext. R/3(l)) was read over the witness. 
He says *hat he has understood a little of the passage but 
not fully. But he has been unable to produce a single word 
from the passage read over t 0 him. His evidence with regard 
to the alleged speech of Maulana Madani, therefore, is not 
dependable. 

P.W. 22, Abdul Manaf, also deposes on this charge. Ac- 
cording to him Maulana Madani spoke as follows :■ — 

“This election will decide the future of the Muslims 
of India. If the Janata party comes to power per- 
formance of Muslim rights will be stopped. In fact 
cow slaughter has already been stopped in several 
places. And what is that party that is fighting 

against, the Congress ? It is the .Tnnata party. 
Janata party means Jana Sangha. If the Janata 
party comes to power Hindu Rashtra would be estab- 
lished, You are therefore to decide carefully and 
cast your votes to the Congress after the due deli- 
beration.” 

The speeches attributed to the respondent by P.Ws. 8 and 
22 are dissimilar. 

P.W. 22 reproduces (he speech of Barooah as follows : 

"You have heard the speech of Maulana Madani, 
Wherefrom has the Janata party come 7 It has 
come from the Jana Sangha. If the Janata party 
comes to power you will have to leave for Pakistan. 
So please vote for the Congress, spread to the 
villages and tell the Musalmans to cast their votes 
for the Congress candidate for their own protection.” 

According to P.W, 22, Maulana Ragbi also addressed the 
gathering. Maulana Ragbi, according to the witness, endorsed 
the speech of Maulana Madani and said : 

“Thousands of Muslims were killed in Allahabad and 
Viwandi, If you do not vote for the Congress you 
will have to meet the same fate. ... If by chance 
the Janata party wins the election the Muslims must 
be ready for Jehad.” 

This witness has substituted Allahabad for Ahmcdabad as 
deposed to by P.W, 8. P.W. 22 says that it about 6 P.M. 
he went to the Janata party office at Hojai and reported to 
the petitioner about the speeches made at Goalnagar. He 
says that he did not work for the Janata parly in the election 
thereby contradicting the petitioner who stated in Schedule ‘E’ 
describing him (P.W. 22) as a Janata party wotker. It was 
also stated in Schedule ‘F.’ that the speeches were tape re- 
corded. but the alleged tape records have not been produced 
and the explanation offered for its non-production is not 
satisfactory. He admits that he did not report to anybody 
in Gopalnagar about the speeches. 

51. Tlie respondent has examined himself. R.W. 5, Ragbi, 
and R.W. 6. Maulana Madani. to prove the denials. The 
respondent admits that lie addressed the Congress election 
meeting held at Gopalnagar on Match 12. He also admits 
that R.W, 6 also addressed the gathering. He says thai 
Maulana Ragbi (R.W. 5) did not deliver any formal speech 


but spokp a tew words by way of offering thanks to the 
speakers and the audience. According to the respondent 
the gathering consisted of Hindus, Muslims, Assamese 
Hindus as weii as Bengali Hindus and Manipuris. He denies 
the petitioner’s allegation that he (respondent) told the 
Muslim section of the audience that if they did not vote 
for the Congress they would have to leave for Pakistan. He 
also says that he solicited votes from the people saying 
that he had been elected to the Lok Sabha from the consti- 
tuency since 1952 and draw the attention of the people to 
the developments done in the areas by him, particularly as 
the Education Minister of Assam. According to him R.W. 6 
dwell on communal unity of the country and the progress 
made by the country during the Congress regime, 

R.W. 6 also admits that he attended and addressed the 
congress election meeting at Gopalnagar. He denies that 
he spoke anything about the R.S.S. or about banning of cow 
slunghtcr and recitation of the Quran and the like, if the 
Janata Government came to power. He also danies that 
he told the audience that the cow slaughter had been banned 
in some places or that if the Janata party came to power 
Hindu Raj would be established in the country. In other 
words he denies the entire speech attributed to him by the 
petitioner in his election petition. He also denies that the 
respondent or R.W. 5 delivered any communal speech at 
Gopalnagar. The evidence of R.W. 5 is also to the same 
effect. 

52. The speeches attributed to the respondent by P.Ws. 8 
and 22 are not identical; similarly, speeches attributed to 
Maulana Madani and Maulana Ragbi by P.Ws. 8 and 22 
are also not identical. P.W. 22 speaks about Jahad and 
Allahabad, while (he petitioner did not mention about Jehad 
and Allahabad in Schedule 'E'. From the evidence, Gopal- 
nagar meeting appears to have had a gathering of mixed 
population. The speeches attributed to the speakers appear 
to he unlikely. 

53. In the circumstances, therefore, it must be held that 
the petitioner has failed to establish the allegations of this 
corrupt practice cither by any credible evidence. 

(lv) BHURAGAON. 

54. The petitioner in Schedule ‘O' of the election petition 
has alleged that a congress election meeting was held at 
Bhuragaon High School compound at about 2 P.M. on March 
16, 1977. That meeting was attended, amongst others, by 
the respondent and Abdul Kasem, M-E.A. of the Lahorighat 
L. A. constituency and President of the Morigaon D.G.C. 
It was a large gathering consisting of 85 per cent Muslim 
electors. First Abdul Kasem spoke in the meeting. His 
alleged speech has been quoted in schedule ‘G’ as follows : 

"Mosaiman, beware. Hindu communnllsts have com- 
bined in Janata to establish Hindu Raj, You must 
know what is meant by Hinduraj. Your Namaj 
will be stopped, Koran will be prescribed. Mosques 
will be converted into temples, Korbani and cow 
slaughter on which you were feasting will be banned 
and ultimately within a period of 25 years, there 
would not be any Mulsim in India-either they will 
be forcibly converted or driven out to Bangladesh or 
Pakistan, So think over this matter seriously. Cong- 
ress can only save the Muslim minorities and none 
else. You are fortunate that the All Tndia President 
of the Congress is seeking your vote. So to protect 
yout own community's Interest you must vote for 
Congress, . . .” 

The further allegation is that the meeting was also addressed 
by the respondent. The petitioner has alleged (hat the res- 
pondent whole hearlcdly endorsed the speech of Abdul Kasem 
and said : 

“Congress can only protect (he interest of the Muslims. 
.Tunata party is trying to establish Hindu Raj as 
such they should vote for him.,,,”. 

The petitioner alleges that there were some Bengali Speak- 
ing Hindus who had migrated from the erstwhile Fast Pakis- 
tan (now Bangladeshi, Turning to them the respondent is 

alleged to have said : 

“You are living in Assam and Assam's interest can only 
be served if you vote for Congress. To vote against 
Congress woulld mean you arc acting against the 
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interest of Assam. You must note that Muslims 
have identified with the Congress ns Congress only 
can save them from ihe danger of Hlndumj. You 
must follow the Muslims of Lahorighut constituency 
und cast your vote accordingly in favour of Res- 
pondent No- 1 ” 

The petitioner has further alleged that hearing the speeches, 
the Bengali speaking electors, who were working for the 
petitioner, became quite panicky and declined to work for 
him. 

55. The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations. 

56. To prove the charge of this corrupt practice the peti- 
tioner has examined only one witness, P.W. 23, Abdul Jalii. 
He is an unemployed graduate aged 30 years. His evidence 
is that he attended the aforesaid congress election meeting. 
According to him about 2000 people attended the gathering. 
The audience consisted of people of different communities but 
mostly of immigrant Muslims. The other communities were 
Bengali speaking Nama Sudras who had migrated from Fast 
Pakistan, Assamese, Marwarls and Deshwalis. According to 
him first Abdul Kasem spoke in the meeting. The witness 
attributes the following speech to Abu! Kasem : 

“The Janata party is a combination of the Jana Sangha 
and the RSS whose object is to establish Hinduraj 
in India. If the Janata party comes to power the 
Muslims will not be able to exercise their rights, 
even their religious rights. They will ban ‘Quroanl’ 
and Namaj. The Muslims will not be in a position 
to maintain their culture and traditions." 

After Abdul Kasem, according to the witness, the respon- 
dent addressed the gathering. He endorsed the speech of 
Abul Kasem. He also drew the attention of the Bengali 
speaking section of the audience and reinded them of the 
communal riots of 1960 and T973' and told them that during 
those riots It' was the Congress who helped them and so 
he requested them to cost their votes for the Congress. 

57. Admittedly this witnpss recently joined the Janata party 
and has applied for a Janata Party ticket for the election 
to the Assam Assembly in 1978 with a deposit of Rs. 100 
in favour of the party. Ho is therefore an interested 
witness, and it is not safe to rely on his evidence without 
Idcpendent corroboration. 

58. The respondent has examined himself and R.W. 8, 
Abul Kasem. The respondent in his evidence admits that 
he addressed the Congress election meeting at Bhuragaon on 
March 16. According to him the gathering consisted of 
Muslims, Assamese and Bengali Hindus us well as a fairly 
large number of Hindu speaking people. He says that the 
tenor of his speech at Bhuragaon was similar as in other 
places. He denies to have made any reference in his speech 
to the communal riots of 1960 and 1972 In Assam, Ho 
says that he spoke on the Congress principles and ideologies, 

R.W. 8 was the sitting congress M.L.A. from the Lahori- 
ghat L,A. Constituency- He represents that constituency since 
1967. He Is the President or the Marigaon D.C.C. since 
1975. Bhuragon is under the Marigaon D.C.C. He also 
admits that he attended the Congress election meeting at 
Bhuragaon along with the respondent, He says that he did 
not deliver any communal speech, but merely introduced 
the respondent to the audience. According to him the pur- 
port of the speech of the respondent was that Bhuragaon was 
a very backward area, that its improvement was made under 
the Congress regime and therefore be requested the people to 
cast their votes for the Congress, The witness denies having 
said that if the Janata party came to power 'Durban!' and 
'Namaj’ would be banned. He denies the speech attributed 
to him by P.W. 23 Abdul Jalii, He says that Abdul Jalil 
whs the Secretary of the Janata party I.ahorighal constituency 
committee. He says that Abdul Jalil did not nttepd the 
Congress election meeting at Bhuragaon, He also denies that 
the respondent referred to the communal riots of 1960 and 
1972. 

59 A mote perusal of the speech attributed to the res- 
pondent in the election petition and the speech attributed to 
him by P.W. 23 shown that they are not Identical; similarly 


the speech attributed to Azdui Kashem in the petition and 
that attributed to him by P.W. 23 are also divergent. The 
petitioner has not mentioned the name of P.W. 23 as the 
source of his information in Schedule ‘O’. He mentioned 
in the affidavit the names of Umcd All, Ajit Kumar Raja, 
and Jamini Nag, all of Bhuragaon, as the sources of his 
information. It has been stated in Schedule ‘O’ that mosques 
will he converted into temples" but not so deposed by P.W. 
23 in his evidence P.W. 23 says in this evidence that 
addressing the Bengali section of the people, the respondent 
recalled the language riots of 1960 and ‘1973’, but this 
allegation has not been made by the petitioner, and there 
was no riot in 1973. 

60. In the circumstances, therefore, the petitioner’s allega- 
tion of the corrupt practice cannot be held to have been 
proved. 


(v) TENGAGURI BAZAR 

61. The petitioner alleges in Schedule ‘H’ to the election 
petition that a Congress election meeting was held on March 
16 at Tengaguri Bazar, at about 4 P.M. Tengaguri falls 
within the Lahorighat L.A. Constituency. 'Hie people of the 
area are Muslims. The meeting was first addressed by Abul 
Kasem, M.L.A. The petilioner has quoted the speech of Abul 
Kasem in clause (2) of Schedule ‘IT as follows : — 

“The Muslims of Assam must be very calcuiative in 
deciding their future. In this election Janata party 
is fighting the Congress. Janta is mainly composed 
of Jana Sangha. who again consists of RSS elements. 
This Jana Sangha is determined to establish Hindu 
Raj in India. Hindu Raj means complete annihila- 
tion of the Muslims. Muslims shall be denied of 
their legitimate religious and customary rights and 
they shall be ultimately forced eithor to quit' India 
or to embrace Hinduism”. 

According to the petitioner, the respondent also spoke in 
the gathering. He has quoted the speech of the respondent 
in clause (4) of Schedule ‘H’ as follows : — 

“You have heard your MLA and I must repeat that 
except Congress, Muslims are not safe in the 
hand of any other party. The Janata party is 
dominated by the Jana Sangha. Jana Sangha is a 
communal party which wants to establish Hindu raj 
In India. The Muslim must take proper care of 
their own interest by casting vote in favour of 
the Congress. Establishment of Hindu Raj would 
also mean gradual extinction of Muslim Com- 
munity in India, their right to make prayers, right 
of the Muslim women to wear Gorkha, the religi- 
ous right to make congregational prayer in public 
may be banned. It is the duty of all the Muslims 
of Assam to inform each other about the danger 
that lies ahead of them and they must work 
accordingly and vote for Congress....”, 

According to the petitioner the meeting was addressed, 
amongst others, by Abdus Salem, Sahar Moral and several 
others. 

62. The respondent in his written statement has denied 
the above allegations. 

63. To prove the corrupt practice alleged to have been 
committed at Tengaguri, the petitioner has examined only 
one witness, namely, P.W, 24, Md. Abdus Salam, who Is a 
cultivator: He read upto Metric standard, According to 
him he attended the said Congress election meeting. It was 
attended by about 1500 to 2000 people, all Muslims but for 
a few ncm-Muslims, According to P.W. 24, Abul Kasem 
said that the. Janata party was a combination of 2 or 3 
parties and that “it was constituted of Jana Sangha and 
R.S.S. and others”. He deposes that Abul Kasem said that 
Janata was anti-Muslim and that Muslims would be in 
difficulty If they voted for it and requested the people to 
vote for the Congress candidate. Abul Kasem is alleged 
to have said that if the Janata party came to power, 
congregational prayer and ‘Qurbani* would be banned. 
According to the witness, after Abul Kasem, the respon- 
dent addressed the gathering. He deposes "Shri Bnrooah 




also said that the Jana Sangha and R.C.S. together consti- 
tuted the Janata Party, They had been all long anti-Muslim. 
If this party came to power the Muslims would have to 
face troubles. He also said that congregational prayer and 
‘Ourbani’ and Ajan would be banned if the Janata party 
came to power". — The witness further deposes that next 
day while the petitioner was passing through the bazar he 
reported to him the above mentioned speeches. 

In cross-examination he admits that he is a member of 
the Janata party. He did not take any note of the speeches 
of the respondent and Abdul Kasem, but he says he took 
down the date of the meeting in his diary. But there was 
no reason for him to take down the date, The diary has 
not been produced. He says that along with him in the 
meeting were Sahar Ali Moral, Sahid Ullah and Jamsed 
Ali Master and others, who were disinterested persons but 
they have not been examined. He has admitted that in any 
of the Assembly elections in the Lahoriyhat constituency 
"there never was any Jana Sangha candidate. There is no 
organisation of the Jana Sangha in my area”. Further it was 
not the case of the petitioner that any of the speakers said 
that the Janata party was constitued of the Jana Sangha and 
R.C.S. He appears to be tutored witness, 


Communtdists dominating the Janata Party by casting then- 
votes in favour of the Congress and against the Janata Party, 
He is also alleged to have said : 

“I would also remind the Bengali Hindus here that if 
they want to protect their interest and save them- 
selves from frequent language disturbances, they 
must identify their interest with the Congress be- 
cause congress is in power and shall be back in 
power again and Congress alone can protect them.” 

67, The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations of the petitioner. He denies that this meeting 
was at all addressed by Maulana Hashmi. 

68, The pcitioncr did not adduce any evidence in support 
of this alleged corrupt practice. The respondent has examin- 
ed himself, R.W, 7, Maulana Hashmi, and R.W. 9, all of 
whom have denied the allegations, Mr. Lakhi, learned 
counsel for the petitioner, did not press for this charge. 
There is no evidence in support of the allegation of this 
corrupt practice. It must, therefore, be held that the allega- 
tion of this charge of corrupt practice has not been established. 


64. The respondent has examined himself and R.W, 8, 
Abul Kasem. The respondent admits that he attended and 
addressed a Congress election meeting on March 16 at 
Tengaguri. He says that the gathering consisted of about 
1000 to 1500 people consisting of Muslims and Assamese 
and Bengali Hindus. He denies to have referred to Jana 
Sangha and the R.S.S, or that he ever said that the Janata 
party was anti-Muslim. He also denies having said that if 
the Janata party came to power Namaj and Ourbani would 
be stopped. He denies to have referred to the constituents 
of the Janata party, In cross-examination he says that the 
meeting at Tengaguri was not a regularly organised meet- 
ing, but an un-scheduled wayside meeting of about 1000 
people. 

R.W. 8, Abul Kasem, corroborates the respondent. 

65. Be the evidence of the respondent and R.W. 8 as 
it may, I have rejected the evidence of P.W. 24 as unworthy 
of credit: The speeches attributed to Abul Kasem and the 
respondent by him do not tally with those attributed to 
them by the petitioner in his petition. Further Sahar Moral. 
Sahidullah and Jamsed Ali Master have not been examined 
for reasons known to the petitioner. It must therefore be held 
that the allegations of this corrupt practice have not been 
established. 

(vi) JAMUNAGURI 

66. In Schedule ‘B’ of the election petition the petitioner 
has alleged that a Congress election meeting was organi- 
sed at Jamunaguri Natyamandir at Jamunamukh at about 
12.30 P.M. on March 10, 1977. Jamunamukh area, it has 
been stated, is inhabited mostly by Muslims and Bengali 
Hindus, who migrated from the erstwhile East Pakistan. 
About 2000, people of these two communities attended the 
meeting, which was addressed hy the respondent, Maulana 
Syed Ahmed Hashmi. M.P. (hereinafter referred to as 
‘Maulana Hashmi’), General Secretary of All India Zamiat 
Ulcma-e-Hind, Tdris Alj Fakir, M.L.A. and Deban Bora. 
M.L.A. In their speeches the speakers raised a communal 
bogey for the Muslim voters and threat and intimidation 
for the Bengali Hindu electors : The alleced speech of 
Maulana Hashmi has been quoted in para (2) of Schedule 'B' 
as follows : 


(vii) MORAJHAR 

69. In Schedule ‘C’ to the petition, the petitioner has 
stated a Congress election meeting was held in the compound 
of the Morajhar High School on the same day, namely, 
March 10 at 2.15 P.M.The gathering consisted of severaf 
thousand people, who were Muslims. The meeting was ad- 
dressed by the respondent and Maulana Hashmi. The rele- 
vant part of the alleged speech of Muulapa Hashmi has 
been quoted by the petitioner in schedule ‘O' thus : 

“ Indian Muslims must be aware of the great 

danger that awaits them. Hindu communal ele- 
ments have joined together to destroy the Muslims 
of India. Jana Sangha was organised by the RSS 
elements for this objective and now Jana Sangha 
joined with few other communal and reactionary 
parties and formed Janata Party, Once this party 
wins, it will establish Hindu Raj and in Hindu Raj 
you win not be allowed to say Samaj, you will not 
be allowed to slaughter cows and you will not be 
allowed to read Koran even. Muslim religion and 
its custom will be completely banned and you will 
be forcibly converted to Hinduism. It is the time 
that you should see to your own future and should 
consider this election as Jehad against Hindu com- 
munalists of the country and Muslims of Nowgong 
kSrow it well that Baniahji always acted In defence 
of Muslims. He is a real friend of Muslim. So to 
save your religion and social customs, you must 
reject Janata candidate and vote for Congress 
candidate ” 

The petitioner further alleges that after Hashmi, the res- 
pondent addressed the gathering and made similar appeal. 

He is further alleged to have said — 

“ Tf you want to save yourself from Hindu Raj 

by Janata Party, you must see that Congress wins 
this seat by a big margin and Muslim readers and 
Ulemas must spread out in the village whereever 
they go they must forewarn their men so that a 
single Muslim does not vote in favour of Janata 
candidate." 


"Muslims must make their choice this time very care- 
fully. If Janata party comes to power. Jana Sangha 
will get the upper hand and it will establish Hindu 
Rai. Tn Hindu Raj they will forfeit all their religious 
rights and shall be converted into a second class 
citizen. Congress only can protect them. If they 
want to survive, they must elect one who is always 
espousing their cause more than the Hindu high 
castes. This election is not an ordinary affair. It 
will decide your destinv. You must take it as a 
Jehad to save yourself from Hindu communalist". 

After him Barooah is alleged to have addressed the gather- 
ing cautioning the Muslims to save themselves from Hindu 


According to the petitioner the meeting was attended, 
amongst others, by A. Kapan Tafadar, Md. Ayas Ali, 
Maulana A. Matin and Amir Afi. Tt has also further been 

S ;d that the speeches of the respondent and Maulana 
mi were tape-recorded, 

70, The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegations of the corrupt practice, and has totally denied 
that Maulana Hashmi addressed this meeting. 

71, The petitioner did not adduce any evidence on this 
alleged corrupt practice nlso, while the respondent has exa- 
mined himself and R.W. 7 in support of the denial. Learned 
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counsel for (he petitioner did not press for this charge either. 
There is no evidence in support of the allegation of this 
corrupt practice, ft must, therefore, be held that the alle- 
gation of the charge of corrupt practice at Mornjhar has 
not been established. 

(viii) ODALT TINAT.I BAZAR 

72. tn Schedule ‘D’ to the election petition the petitioner 

has alleged that a Congress election meeting was held at 

Odali Trnali Bazar on March 10, 1977 at about 3.30 P.M. 
Odali is within the jurisdiction of the T.umding L. A. consti- 
tuency. According to the petitioner the area is thickly 

populated by immigrant Muslims. The meeting was address- 
ed - by Maulana Hashmi and the respondent. Rayub ATi 
Choudhuiy, Mohan Singh and P.W. 29, all of whom were 
local Congress leaders, accompanied the Maulana. rt has 
been all'eged in the petition that the Maulana appealed to the 
Muslims in the following terms : 

“This election will decide the destiny of the Indian 

Muslims. The Hindu communafists have joined 

together to establish I-Tinduraj in India. The Mus- 
lims shall have to abandon all their religious rites 
and customs and shall have to live as slaves under 
the Hindus. They must, therefore, consider this 
election as Jehad against the Hindu communalisls. 
It is the Congress which only fights against the com- 
munal ists and Shri Dev Kunta Borooahjl is the 
President of the said Congress, He is the real 
man who can help the Muslims in fighting out the 
Janata Party, The Janata Party candidate is an 
extreme Muslim hater Brahmin. His victory in the 
election would mean complete annihilation of the 
Muslims of this area ” 

After him, it is alleged, the respondent addressed the 
gathering for about 3 minutes. He is alleged to have snid : 

“The Muslims Raij have heard the Maulana Saheb. 
Maulana Saheb is one of the topmost religious 
leaders of the Indian Muslims. He has visited every 
part of the country and talked to his own commu- 
nity people. He has spoken everything about your 
future and I hope you wifi accept his advice and do 
accordingly.” 

73. The respondent in his written statement has denied the 
allegation. It has also been denied that Maulana Hashmi 
addressed the meeting at Odali. 

74. Tn support of this charge of corrupt practice the peti- 
tioner has examined P.W. 14, Md. Idris Ali, P.W. 15, Deva 
Kanla Tamali and P.W. 29, Santi Ranjan Das Gupta. 

P.W. 14 attributed the following speech to Malauna 
Hashmi : 

“I have been touring different parts of India and add- 
ressing people, You know that the Janata Party 
is contesting the election. The Janata Party is 
the combination of the Jana Sangha and the R.S.S, 
R.S.S. has never loved the Muslims and will never 
love them. If the Janata Party comes to power, 
there will be no end of the miseries of the Muslims. 
I have come here to give you this warning. This 
election will decide the future of the Muslima of 
India, You arc therefore to take this election as 
Jehad of the Muslims. Congress has always been 
fighting for the interest of the Muslims. Dev Kanta 
Barooah is the President of that Congress. You 
are therefore to make him successful by any 
means." 

He attributes the following speech to the respondent : — 

“You have heard your leader who is an all India Muslim 
Leader. J endorse whatever he has said. I request you 
therefore kindly to make me successful in the election." In 
cross-examination he admits that he is a candidate for a 
Janata Party ticket in the ensuing election to the Assembly. 
The petitioner in Schedule 'D' has stated that P.W. 14, 
amongst others, reported to him about (he speeches at Odali 
Bazar on March 13. He (P.W. 14) has admitted that he 


dors not know Urdu, nor he even understands it. hut he says 
that Maulana spoke “in Urdu mixed with easy Hindi which 
was understood by ns". But he has not been able to say 
whether the Maulana who is said to have addressed the 
gathering was in deed Maulana Hashmi. He says that the 
Maulana who spoke was so introduced in the meeting. He, 
P.W. 15, and two others addressed a fetter, Ext. P/16, to the 
petitioner. In Ext. P/16, the name of Maulana Hashmi 
does not appear. What has been mentioned in Ext. P/16 
is that ‘a Maulana’ spoke in the meeting. He admits that 
Ext. P/16 was written in the house of P.W. 15 at about 
7 P.M. He says that he did not participate in the consulta- 
tion for drafting Ext. P/16. He explains that the name 
Maulana Hashmi was not mentioned ns “we did not know 
whether it was Maulana Hashmi or somebody else.” P.W. 15 
says that he himself wrote Ext. P/16 in his own hand. He 
explains that only ‘a Maulana’ was written In Ext. P/16 and 
that ‘Maulana Hashmi’ was not written through inadvertunce. 
He is even not sure whether the Maulana who addressed the 
gathering was Maulana Hashmi or some other Maulana. Tn 
the circumstances Ext. P/16 appears to be a fabricated docu- 
ment. 

P.W. 15 is a resident of Bamungaon. He is a cultivator. 
P.W. 14 is the Headmaster of the Odali High School and 
resident of Odali Tin-ali, which is at a distance of 2 miles. 
It is, therefore, doubtful that this Headmaster (P.W. 14) went 
to the residence of P.W. 15 to draft Ext. P/16 but did not 
participate in the discussion before the draft was made. 
P.W. 15 says that he is a resident of Pipalpukhuri at a dis- 
tance of about 2 miles from Lanka. He is a contractor by 
occupation. While P.W. 14 says that Ext. P/16 was drafted 
at the residence of P.W. 15 at Bamungaon, P.W. 15 says 
that it was written at his residence at Pipalpukhuri. 

In cross-examination P.W. 15 admits that he is the Secre- 
tary of the Lumding constituency Janata Party and a member 
of the District Committee of the Janata Party of Nowgong. 
He admits that in the last parliamentary election he worked 
for the Janata Party. He is, therefore, a biased witness. 
The witness also docs not know Urdu, nor even he under- 
stands it. He says that the Maulana spoke in Urdu mixed 
with Hindi. 

P.W. 15 attributes the following speech to Maulana 
Hashmi : 

*7 am one of the top-ranking Muslim leader who has love 
for you. So T have come to you. In this election a 
party known as Janata Party is contesting. Janata 
Party consists of several parties. The Important of 
them is Jana Sangha, Jana Sangh is anti-Muslim. 
If the Janata party comes to Power it would establish 
Hindu raj. Futher Indreawar Goswami is a Muslim 
hating Brahmin. So considering all these you are to 
vote for the Congress candidate and not for Tndreswar 
Goswami.” He attributes the following speech to the 
respondent: "You have heard Maulana Hashmi who 
is your leader. I have nothing more to add. I have 
no time as I am going to another meeting. Consider- 
ing the speech of Maulana Hashmi please vote for 
me." 

The speeches attributed to Maulana Hashmi and the res- 
pondent in evidence vary from the speeches quoted in the 
schedule. 

P.W. 29 says that he was in the Odali meeting for about 
5 minutes, but hs he had to leave suddenly to arrange another 
Congress election meeting at Lumding, he “could not nay any 
attention to the speech of Shri Barooah at Odali.” Thus he 
does not support the petitioners case. 

75. The respondent has examined himself, R.W.7, Maulana 
Hashmi and R.W. 9 Mrs BathaVur. Respondent Rarooah 
admits that he addressed the said meeting at Odali Tin-All and 
says that he was the onlv sneaker in that meeting. He savs 
that Hashmi was not at nil in Nowoonc on that dav and there- 
fore the ouestion of his addressing that meeting does not arise. 
R.W.7, Maulann Hashmi savs that he was not in Assam at all 
on March 10 R W, 9, Mrs Barthakur. admittedly n resided over 
the Cnnrrexs election meeting held at Odali ns well as nt T.umd- 
Ing nn March 10 According to her the gathering of the Odali 
meeting consisted of people qf different communities such 
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as Muslim, Bengalis, Nepalis, Manlpuris etc. She says that 
the purport of the speech of Barooah was similar to the one 
delivered by him at Doboka to which I have already referred. 
She further says that Hashmi did not address any election 
meeting presided over by her, but she says that Odali meeting 
was addrossed also by Idris All Fakir after Barooah while 
Barooah says that he was the only speaker in that meeting. 
This in my opinion, was due to an error of memory either on 
the part of the respondent or on the part of R,W. 9 on account 
of lapse of time. 

76. Learned counsel for the petitioner has not pressed this 
charge of corrupt practice saying that the petitioner’s evidence 
is “not upto the standard.” 

77. On a consideration of the entire evidence on the point 
and taking the submission of the petitioner’s counsel into 
account, I hold that the allegation of the corrupt practices 
alleged to have been committed by the respondent and Maulana 
Hashmi has not been established. 

78. But in connection with the allegations ot corrupt prac- 
tices alleged to have been committed at Merajhar, Jamunaguri 
and Odali Tin-all a few further observations are called for 
for, Mr. B. Sen submits that the petitioner's allegations are 
false and R.W.7, Maulana Hashmi, R.2, Shri J.P. Bali- 
yalia, Traffic Superintendent, Indian Airlines, New Delhi, 
and R.W.3, Shri Subhas Chakravnrty, Traffic Superintendent, 
Indian Airlines, Calcutta, had to be summoned and examined 
by the Respondent to disprove the allegations and that the alle- 
gations have been disproved. 

R.W. 7, Maulana Hashmi, M.P., is the General Secretary 
of the Jamayat E Ulema Hind since 1974. He admits that 
he participated in the election campaign on behalf of the Con- 
gress party in the Parliamentary Election of 1977. He de- 
poses that he was not at all in Assam on 9th and 10th of 
March, 1977 and, as such, the question of his addressing the 
Congress election meetings at Jamunaguri, Odali Tin-all and 
Morajhar does not arise. He further deposes that he did not 
at all address anv meeting from the same platform with the 
respondent. He deposes that he left Delhi on the 9th of 
March in the morning by flight No. 461 for Calcutta, arriv- 
ed at Calcutta at 8.40 A.M., stayed in the Calcutta Airoort 
waiting for flight No, 221 for Bagdogra and left Bagdocra 
for Pumea by car as the plane was late. It took him about 
3 and half hours time to reach Purnca. He pased the nieht 
in the Circuit House at Purnea. He left Purnea at 8 A.M. 
on 10th of March by car back to Bagdogra, He left Bagdo- 
gra by flight No. 222 for Calcutta reaching Calcutta at 
about 4 or 4.30 P.M. He left Calcutta by Kalka Mail at 
about 8.45 P.M. for Mughalsarai, Ho reached Mughalsarai 
at about 6 or 6.30 A.M. on the 11th and left Mughalsarai 
for Varanasi by car. From Varanasi he went to Gaiipur 
where he cast his vote, he being, a resident and voter of 
that place. In sunport of his journevs he has proved the jac- 
kets of the I.A.C. tickets. Exts. R G8. R/40 and R/4J. He 
says he did not preserve the jacket of his air ticket for his 
return journey from Bacdogm to Calcutta on March 10 but 
he has proved Ext. R/42. which is a certificate issued by the 
Reservation Manager of the Indian Airlines, Calcutta show- 
mg fits fllvht from Bagdogra to Calcutta by flight No. 222 
on 10-3-1977. It was suggested to him in cross-examination 
by counsel of the petitioner that that Ext. R/42 was a fabri- 
cated document inasmuch as the witness failed to identify the 
sfermfure of the Demon who issued the certificate But on 
examination of Ext. RI42 alonq with of the circumstances it 
appears to me that Ext. R /42 is a genuine document 1 R W 7 
is corroborated bv R.Ws, 2 and 3 so far as the above I A C 
tickets and the journeys covered by them arc concerned. 


79. On a consideration of the oral evidence of the 
Resnondent. R.Ws. 7, 9. 2 and 3 together with Evts. R/3R 
to R/42 T have no hesitation in holding that the charge 
against. Maulana Hashmi is unwarranted, and has heen dis- 
proved. 


F, CHARGES OF CORRUPT PRACTICE UNDER SEC- 
TION 123(5) OF THE R. P. ACT 

— Election Expenses — - 

80. In nara 173 of the election petition, the petitioner alle- 
ges fhat the resnondent engaged and appointed polling agents 
711 GI/78 — 3. 


on payment of substantial amounts and incurred huge ex- 
penditure in such payments. According to the petitioner the 
respondent engaged 48 motor cabs and trucks and stage car- 
riages for the purposes of organising election meeting dur- 
ing the period of election, for carrying people to election 
meetings and in his election campaign by his paid volunteers. 
In clause (a) of para 22 of the election petition, the peti- 
tioner alleges that the respondent, at the time of the election, 
was the President of the Indian National Congress. He had 
wide influence in the world of finance within the state ot 
Assam and outside and raised huge amounts of money foi 
expenses in his election. He deployed on hire of least 48 vehicles 
daily in his constituency for election campaign during the 
election period by him and by his paid workers. He has al- 
leged that one firm, namely, Mohinder and Mohinder com- 
pany, placed at the disposal of the respondent, 25 new jeep 
car bearing a comon garage No. TMP-457 MRB. 


81. According to the petitioner, the respondent engaged 100 
vehicles, including trucks, jeeps and stage carriages on hire 
at the rate of Rs. 100 each, plus cost of fuel and other Inci- 
dental costs, to carry people from interior places to the Con- 
gress election rally held in the Nowgong sports field on 
March 12. The petitioner alleges that for the said meeting 
the petitioner hired 21 vehicles at the rate of Rs. 110 per 
day excluding fuel and other incidental costs. He has given 
the numbers of these 21 vehicles in clause (a) of para 22 
of the election petition. In the same para he has oIbo alleged 
that the petitioner used from 16-2-77 to 21-3-77 taxi motor 
cabs on hire at the rate of Rs. 120 pe r day excluding the ex- 
penses for fuel and drivers and handiman’s daily allowan- 
ces. In addition, according to the petitioner, the respondent 
used 52 private cars. The petitioner has given the registration 
numbers of the taxi motor cabs but not of the 52 private 
cars in clause, (a) of para 22 of the election petition. In ad- 
dition, the petitioner has further alleged, 25 jeeps fitted with 
diesel engines bearing garage mark plates with number 
TMP-457 MRR of Mahinder and Mohinder company were 
used during the entire election period. 

82. The petitioner has given the details of these expenses 
as follows : 

"(1) Stage carriages deployed on 12-3-77 for Nowgong 
meeting @ Rs. 120 numbering 21 — 

(a) Fuel & Food allowance etc. 4,427.60. 

(b) Hire charge Rs. 2,52,00 Rs. 6,947,60 

6,347.60 

(2) Expenditure on motor Cabs (® Rs. 110 


dally for 33 days (i.e. 16-2-77 

to 20-3-77) 1,34,745.60 

(3) 25 Jeeps : Fuel including 
driver’s allowances for 

33 days as above. 89,100.00 

(4) Payments to Polling Agents 

of 645 polling centres. 96,750.00 

(5) Payment to 10 volunteers 
each including tiffin etc. 

for 645 polling centres. 96,750.00 

(6) Local Trunk Call & Postage 

etc. 7,500.00 

(7) Printed leaflets in letter form 6,000.00 

(8) Expenses on Respondent’s car 10,000.00 

(9) Misc. Expenses 3,000.00' 

Ttital 4,60,793.20" 


83, In elapse (b) of para 22 of the election petition, the 
petitioner has alleged that in the entire Parliamentary cons- 
tituency there were 645 polling centres and in all the polling 
centres the respondent by himself or through his election 
agent employed at least six polling agents and Rs, 25 
was paid to each of them. Apart from that, the petitioner 
paid an amount of Rs. 100 for tea and tiffin for the volunteers 
attached to each polling centre. The petitioner has alleged 
that at least 1000 litres of petrol was consumed daily by 
the vehicles used by the respondent in his constituency. 
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84, The petitioner has alleged that the Congress Central 
Election committee offered to the respondent Rs. 60,000 
on the occasion and Rs. 30,000 on another occasion for the 
election expenses in his constituency, but he refused 
the amounts saying that he had enough money of his own 
to meet the election expenses in his constituency. 


bv the respondent was Rs. 89,100.00. According to tee 
petitioner he learnt about the use of these jeeps trom the 
differs thereoi, but none of the drivers has been examined, 
nor any other witness examined to prove the expenditure 
of the said sum of Rs. 89,100 or any pan thereof. This 


85. According to the petitioner the respondent has spent 
about Rs. 5 lakhs in his election whereas he has shown 
only Rs. 20,660 in his return of election expenses. The res- 
pondent thus, it has been alleged, committed corrupt prac- 
tices under Section 123(6) of the R.P, Act. 

86. in his written statement the respondent has denied 
all the allegations. He avers that the vehicles used by him 
and his election agent have been mentioned in the return 
of election expenses. It has further been stated by the 
respondent that he was in his constituency only for a few 
days; be, as the congress President, was busy campaigning 
for his party outside his constituency. He has also denied 
that he organised any election rally at Nowgong and arrang- 
ed any vehicles on hire or otherwise for the said purpose. 
He admits that a rally was organised at Nowgong by the 
N o wgong District Congress committee. The respondent 
states that he spent an amount of Rs. 1 0,505.00’ for print- 
ing lsaflccts, etc.. Rs, 7,51.30 on telephone calls, and 
Rs, 2,039.05 on petrol bills and that they have been duly 
shown in the return of election expenses. The respondent 
has further denied the petitioner’s allegations made in para 
22(h) of the petition that he paid Rs. 25 to each of the poll- 
ing agents and Rs. 100 for the volunteers allotted to each 
polling centre. He has also denied the use of 100 vehicles 
daily in bis constituency. 

87. The petitioner does not have any personal knowledge 
about the expenses. Tn his verification he has testified to the 
allegations made in paras 13, 22. 22(a) and 22(b) as true 
to his information. In the affidavit in support of the 
alienations of the aforesaid alleged corrupt practices he has 
stated “that the statements made In paragraphs 22. 22(a) 
and 22(h) of the said refition about the commission of 
Corrupt practice and incurring and or authorising expenses 
in contravention of section 77 of the Act and particulars of 
such corrnnt practice given in nnra 22fo) and 22(h) of the 
said petition are tme to mv information derived from — 

(i) in respect of 22(a) from the drivers of the stage 
carriages and motor cabs; 

(ii) in respect of 22(b) from Shri Tultul Bhuyan of 

Nowgong town " 

88. Let us now examine the petitioner's allegations about 
the alleged expenditures mentioned in paras 22(a) and 
22(b) of the petition item by item : 

(i) Stage carriages deployed for the Nowgong meeting. 

89. The petitioner has alleged that the respondent spent 

Rs, 6,947.60 in hiring 21 Stage carriages to bring people 
from the interior villages to the Nowgong town meeting on 
March 12, 1977. As staled above the petitioner stnted that 

he learnt about if from the drivers of the vehicles. 'But 
none of the drivers have been examined, nor any cither 
witness has Iren examined, to prove that 21 stage carriages 
or any number of vehicles, were used by the respondent to 
bring r>eonle to the Nowgong meeting, ns alleged. There 
is no proof of the alleged expenditure of Rs, 6.947.60, 


(iv) & (v) Payments to polling agents and volunteers. 

92. The petitioner has alleged that there were 645 polling 
centres in the entire constituency and the respondent ap- 
pointed six polling agents at each centre and paid Rs. 25 
to each of the polling agents by way of remuneration and 
another sum of Rs. 100 for tea and tiffin for the volunteers, 
thus incurring an expenditure of Rs. 96,750 for the> polling 
agents and another sum of Rs. 96,750 l'or the volunteers, 
in the petition the petitioner has alleged that he collected the 
above information from one Mitradcy Bhuyan of Nowgong 
town, one Chandra Bora of Khutikatia, and one Gindhar Bora 
of Morigaon “and others”. But in the affidavit the petitioner 
stated that the above allegation was true to his information 
received from Tultul Bhuyan. Be that hs it may, the peti- 
tioner has not examined any of the above named four persons, 
nor has he examined any other person to prove the expenditure 
alleged to have been incurred by the respondent in payment 
to the polling agents and the volunteers on the date o fthc poll. 

Under Rule 13(1) of the conduct of Election Rules, 
1961, read with section 46 of the R.P. Act a contesting candi- 
date or his election agent can appoint only one. polling agent 
and two relief agents at each polling station. Under sub-rule 
(2) of Rule 13, “every such appointment shall be made in 
torm 10, and shall be made ovc r to the polling agent, for pro- 
auction at the polling station’’, R.W. 10 deposes that he ap- 
pointed only one polling agent at each polling centre. The ap- 
pointment. of the number of polling agents at each polling cen- 
tre could have been proved by documents, but the petitioner 
d : d not do so. The.' petitioner’s allegation of appointment of 
six polling agents by the respondent at each polling centre 
appears to be imaginary. 

On the allegation of payment to Congress volunteers, the 
petitioner has examined P.W.6, Mukul Saikia, although Mukul 
Saikia was not stated by the petitioner to be the source of his 
information about the expenditure on the volunteers. However 
the evidence of P,W. 6 is that the local Congress M.L.A. paid 
him Rs. 100.00 in the evening of March 18 ; Rs. 30.00 ot the 
said sura was paid to him as his remuneration and the balance 
of Rs. 70.00 was paid to meet the expenses in tea etc. for the 
volunteers attached to Garmari polling centre. In cross-exami- 
nation P.W. 6 has stated that he informed Jogeswar Patqr of 
his village about the payment of Rs. 100 /-by Jaeadish Das 
to him. But Jogeswar Pator has not been examined. The witness 
has not stated that he was appointed a volunteer by tbo res- 
pondent: on the contrary he says that a local Congressman, 
Sukleswar Bhuyan by name, appointed him a volunteer. Admit- 
tedly he was a Congress volunteer at the time of the election. 
Be that as it may, there is no evidence to show that the res- 
pondent or his election agent was in any way responsible for 
the oavment of Rs. 100/- to P.W. 6 even if the evidence of 
P.W. 6 be believed. 

93. Teamed counsel for the petitioner submits that the 
polling agents of the respondent and the Sevndal volunteers 
who admittedly worked fop the respondent at the rolling cen- 
tres on the date of poll, could not be without food for the 
whole day; the respondent or his election agent must have paid 
them some money; and the Court should assess the expenses 
at reasonable rates. 


(ii) Expenditure on Motor Cabs. 

90. The petitioner has alleged that the respondent used 
mofor cabs at the rate of Rs. 110 per dav for 33 days from 
16th February, 1977 to 20th March. 1977, thus meundnp 
a total expenditure of R«. 1.34.745.60. This also, according 
to him, hr learnt from the drivers of the vehicles, but none 
of the driver? has W-en examined and no other exidencr has 
been led to ntp^r this expenditure or any part thereof. This 
item also, therefore is not proved. 


The Sunreme Court in the case of Magharaj Patodla v. 
R.K. Birla and others, reported in AIR 1971 S.C. 1295, on 
which reliance has been taken by the learned counsel ’has 
observed ; 

It Is the duty of the Court to assess all expenses ns best 
as it cun ... it would generallv be possible to arrive at an 
amount of expenditure on a conservative basis, and where It 
is r-'" ibT to arriv c pt nnv such estimate, such’ estimated am- 
ount should bo held ns not shown bv the candidate in his elec- 
tion account.”. 


(iii) Use of 25 Jeeps, 

91. The petitioner has alleged that, the respondent used 25 
if-ens for the above period of 33 davs and the tonl expenditure, 
including the cost of fuel and drivers' allowances, incurred 


But in the same iudgment. it has also hern observed: 

.the Court should not enter l n to the region of specnla- 
tmn or merely to guess the amount that must have 
been spent.” 
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In the instant case the evidence is that the respondent or 
his election agent did not pay the polling agents Or the sevadal 
volunteers; there Is no evidence to the entrary from the side 
of the petitioner. The Court therefore cannot presume that they 
must have been paid by the respondent and guess the amount. 

94. It must therefore be hold that the petitioner has been 
unable to prove any expenditure by the respondent in pay- 
ment to polling agents and volunteers. 

(vi) Telephone Bills and postage. 

95. The petitioner has alleged in the petition that the res- 
pondent incurred an expenditure of Rs. 7,500|- for local and 
trunk calls and postage etc. The petitioner did not lead any 
evidence to prove this expenditure either. The respondent 
has stated in the written statement that he spent a sum of 
Rs, 7150.30 for telephone bills and he has shown this sum 
in the return of election expenses. The amount is supported 
by vouchers. 

(vii) Leaflets and letters. 

96. The petitioner has alleged that the respondent spent a 
sum of Rs, 6,000|- in printing leaflets and letters. He did 
not lead any evidence to prove this sum, but the respondent 
has stated in his written statement that he spent a sum of 
Rs. 10,050.00 for printing leaflets etc. and he has shown 
this sum in the return of election expenses. This amount is 
also supported by vouchers. 

(viii) Expenses on Respondent’s car. 

97. The petitioner has alleged that the respondent spent 
Rs. 10,000/- on Ihe car used by him during the period of 
election. He did not lead any evidence to prove this expen- 
diture cither. The respondent however, has stated in his 
written statement that he spent a sum of Rs. 2,038.05 for 
fuel for the car and he has shown this sum in the return 
of his election expenses. This amount is also supported by 
vouchers. 

(ix) Miscellaneous expenses. 

98. The petitioner alleged that the respondent must have 
incurred an expenditure of Rs, 3,000/- in miscellaneous ex- 
penses. The petitioner has not mentioned wbat the mis- 
cellaneous expenses included. He did not lead any cvidenco 
to prove this expenditure cither. 

99. Mr. Lekhi, learned counsel for the petitioner, however, 
submits that although the petitioner did not lead any positive 
evidence, he has brought out facts and circumstances by 
cross-examination of the respondent and his witnesses, and 
has thus established certain expenditure incurred by the res- 
pondent but not shown in the return of election expenses. If 
these slims were showD in the account of election expenses, 
counsel submits, the total expenditure would have far excee- 
ded the prescribed maximum of Rs. 35,000.00. He submits 
that the respohdent lias suppressed the following expenses ; 

(i) The air fares incurred by the respondent in coming 
to Gauhati to file his nomination paper on the 16th 
of February. 

(ii) The journey fares incurred by Shri Kotoki, the 
election agent of the respondent, in going from 
Assam to Delhi and back. 

(in') Costs of the election meetings held in the consti- 
tuency. 

(lv) The amounts of Rs. 10,000/- and Rs. J.000|- 
admittedly raised by the Nowgong and the 
Morigaon D.C.C.s and spent in the election. The 
submission is that these amounts were really not 
raised by the two D.C.C.s but were the amounts 
actually paid by the respondent. 

(v) The expenses incurred by P.W. 29 (Mr, Das Gupta) 
in his constituency, as authorised bv the record m’. 
Similar amounts must also have beep incurred, F 
is submitted, in the other L.A. constituencies com- 
prised in the Nowgong H.P. Constituency. 


100. It may be mentioned that in paras (a) and (b) of the 
election petition, the petitioner expressly stated what expen- 
ses, according to him, were suppressed by the respondent. 
The items mentioned by him in para 22 of the petition did 
not contain the alleged expenses, which, according to the 
submission of the learned counsel, were suppressed by the 
petitioner. The above-mentioned allegedly suppressed 
expenditures are not in the pleading of the petitioner. The 
respondent, therefore, in his written statement, could not be 
expected to meet or answer the charges now sought to be 
made against him. It will, therefore, be entirely a new case 
for the respondent to meet, if allowed at the time of the 
argument. 

Counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner has 
mentioned in his pleading that the respondent has spent about 
Rs, 4,60,793,20 which sum includes the suppressed expendi- 
tures. The submission has no substance ; for even if the allega- 
tions made in para 22 are treated as “statement of the 
material facts" as required by Section 83(1) (a) of the R.P. 
Act, “full particulars” of the corrupt practice including date 
and place of the commissioner of each corrupt practice, as 
required by section 83 (1) (b) of the R.P. Act, are lacking. 
As such the respondent is not entitled to lead evidence to 
prove the commission, if any, of the corrupt practices now 
sought to be made during trial. The evidence on ihe point 
including the evidence of P.W. 29 are irrelevant. 

101. Although in my opinion there is no warrant for the 
submissions now made on "suppressed expenses" anumerated 
by counsel, I shall examined them as learned counsel submits 
that the suppressions are patent. 

(i) Air fare i'orthc Respondent’sjourney on February 16. 

102. The submission of the learned counsel for the respon- 
dent is that Ext. R/45 is not a correct account as the air 
fare of the respondent for his flight from Delhi to Gauhati 
on February 16, 1977 on which date he came to his consti- 
tuency fo r filling his nomination, has not been included. The 
evidence shows that the respondent flew from Delhi on 15th 
February, halted for a night at Calcutta and left Calcutta for 
Gauhati by tbe morning flight of the 16th and travelled from 
Gauhati to Nowgong by road in order to file his nomination 
paper. 

Mr. Lekhi submits that the air fare ought to have been 
included in the return of election expenses as it was incurred 
between the date on which he was ’nominated’ and the date 
of the declaration of the result. We are, therefore, to sec 
what is the date on which the respondent was ‘nominated’. 
Mr. Lakhi submits that ‘nominated’ within the meaning of 
section 77 means nominated by the political party of the 
respondent, namely, the Congress. He submits that as the 
respondent flew from Delhi on the 1 5th of February, he must 
have been nominated by the early before that date. He sub- 
mits that and ‘extended meaning’ should be given to the word 
‘nominated’. For this purpose he refers to the definition of 
the term ‘candidate.’ ‘Candidate’ has been defined under 
section 79(b) of the R.P. Act as follows : 

“In this part (namely part VI) and in Part VII unless 
the context otherwise requires — 

(b) ’candidate’ means a person who has been or claims 
to have been duly nominated as a candidate at any 
election. 

Then the learned counsel refers to Para 8 of the Flection 
Symbols (reservation and Allotment) order, which says that 
a candidate set up by a National party at any constituency in 
India shall choose, and shall be allotted, tbe symbol reserved 
for that party and no other symbol. Sub-para(3) of para 8 
provides that a reserved symbol shall not ba chosen by, or 
allotted to, any candidate in any constituency other than a 
candidate set up by a National party for whom sucb symbol 
has been reserved. Para 13 of the Election Symbols order 
provides ; 

“For the puiposcs of this order a candidate shall be 
deemed to be set by a political party if, and only 
if, — 

(a) the candidate has made a declaration to that effect 
in his nomination paper; 

(b) a notice in writing to that effect has. not late. 

than 8 P.M. on the last day of withdrawal of 
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candidatures, been delivered to the returning 
officer of the constituency; and 


(c) the said notice is signed by the president, the secre- 
tary or any other office-bearer of that party 

It is not disputed that the Indian Nationtl Congress at 
the relevant time was a National party and that the respon- 
dent was nominated by that party. 

Explanation 2 of Section 77 of the R. P. Act shows that for 
the purpose of Explanation 1, ‘political party' shall have the 
same meaning as in the Election symbols (Reservation and 
Allotment) Order, 1969, as for the time being in force. 

‘Poloitical Party' has been defined as “an association or body 
of individual citizens of India registered with the commis- 
sion as a political party under paragraph 3 and includes a 
political party deemed to be registered with the Commission 
under the proviso to sub paragraph (2) of that paragraph”. 
The object of the Election Symbols order is, inter alia, for the 
specification, reservation, choice and allotment of symbols 
for the recognition of political parties. In my opinion it has 
nothing to do with the nomination of a candidate as the 
candidate may disclose his political Identity on the last day of 
the withdrawal of his candidature at 3 P.M.. which is neces- 
sarily after the last date of the filing of the nomi- 
nation as well as after the date of scrutiny. In the instant case 
the last date for filing nomination was 17-2-1977, the date of 
scrutiny of nomination was 18-2-77, and the last date of 
withdrawal was 21-2-77. 

Section 30 of the Act provides that after the notification 
calling upon a constituency to elect a membor or members 
is issued, the Eelection Commission shall, by notification in 
the official Gazette, appoint— 

(a) the last date for making nominations. 

(b) date of scrutiny of nominations, and 

(c) the last date of withdrawal of candidatures. 

Under Section 31, on the issue of the notification under 
section 30, the Returning Officer has to give a notice invit- 
ing nominations of candidates for such election. Section 32 
provides that any person may be nominated as a candidate 
for the election to fill a seat if ho is qualified. Section 33 
provides for presentation of a nomination paper by a candi- 
date or by his proposer within a certain time. 

The nomination paper presented under sub-section (1) of 
section 33 has to be completed in the prescribed Form. 2-A 
the relevant portion of which is as follows : 

“FORM 2A 

(See rule 4) 

NOMINATION PAPER 

Election to the House of the people I nominate as a 
candidate for election to the House of the people 
from the " 

A perusal of Sections 30, 31, 32 and 33 together with 
Rule 4 and Form 2A leaves no doubt that a candidate is 
Incurred before that date need not be included in the return 
the nomination paper before the Returning Officer. In the 
instant case admittedly the respondent filed his nomination 
paper on February 16, 1977. But the air fare having been 
Incurred before that date need not be included in the return 
of election expenses, even if it was incurred by the respon- 
dent himself, the respondent having desposed that the air faro 
are was borne by bis party. 

(ii) Air fares of Kotoki’s journeys from Assam to 
Delhi and back. 

103. Admittedly Kotoki left for Delhi on February 23 and 
returned on February 26 Kotoki deposes on oath that he 
performed the journeys to surrender his flat to the Parlitment 
Secretariat, as he ceased to be an M.P., the LoK Sabba 
having been dissolved on 18-1-77, and to make alternative 
arrangement for his son and daughter-in-law, who were stay- 
ing in his flat. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that 
admittedly the respondent paid all money’s in cash to Kotoki 


for expenditure in the election. It is, therefore, false, accord- 
ing to learned counsel, that Kotoki went to Delhi to surren- 
der his flat to the Lok Sabha Secretariat and find out alter- 
native accommodation for his son and his dauRhter-in-law 
who were staying with him in the same flat; Kotoki really 
went to Delhi, the submission proceeds, in order to receive 
money in cash from the respondent. The plea has not only 
been not taken in the election petition, even it was not sug- 
gested to Kotoki in cross-examination that he went to Delhi 
tn receive money from the respondent for expenditure in the 
election, nor was it put to the respondent that Kotoki per- 
formed the journeys and incurred the expenditure in connec- 
tion with the election, far less any evidence in rebuttal was 
adduced by the petitioner. The submission of the petitioner 
has no substance. 

(iii) Costs of election meetings. 

104. With regard to the cost of the Congress election 
meetings, learned counsel submits that in each meeting ad-- 
mittcdly Rs. 25/- to Rs. 30|- was spent for the construction 
of dais, hire of mikes etc. This point again was not pleaded in 
tho petition. In cross-examination Mukut Sarrna and Mrs, 
Barthakur have said that these expenses were borne by the 
Mandal Congress Committees on their own. There is no evi- 
dence to show that these expenses were incurred either by 
the respondent or his election agent, and as such need not 
be shown in the return of election expenses. 

(iv) Rs, 15,000.00 raised by the two D.C.C.s 105. 
Rs. 10,000/- or so was admittedly raised by the 
Nowgong D.C.C. and Rs, 5000|- was admittedly 
raised by the Morigaon D.C.C, The petitioner sub- 
mits that the amount of Rs. 15,000 admltedly spent 
by the two D.C.Cs in the election, was really not 
raised by them but it was paid by the respondent, 
and ought to have been shown in the return of 
election expenses. 

As stated earlier, the point was not pleaded in the elec- 
tion petition. This was brought out only by cross-exami- 
nation of R.Ws 4 and 9. The respondent, therefore, was not 
expected to meet this point. Even so they have explained 
that 'these sums were rai-cd by the two DCs and spent on their 
own in the election. These expenses having been borne by 
the political paity are not “expenditure in connection with 
the election incurred or authorised by the candidate’’ within 
the meaning of Explanation 1 to Section 77 of the R.P. Act. 

(v) Expenditure allegedly incurred by P.W. 29. 

106. The last submission of "the learned counsel on 
suppressed expenses” Is with regard to the expenditure in- 
curred by P.W. 29 and the accounts submitted by him. 
Admittedly, at the time of the election, P.W. 29 was a Cong- 
ress M.L.A. Admittely also after the election was over and 
there was a general debacle to the Congress party in the 
Parliamentary election and tho Janata Party came to power 
in the Centre, P.W. 29 left the Congress and joined the 
Janata Party in May 1977, He then handed over the docu- 
ments proved as Exts, p/5 to p/10 and p|22, to the peti- 
tioner. At the time of proving the above documents objection 
was raised by the respondent. The objection was noted. 

107. The petitioner during trial attempted to make out a 
case that a decision was taken in the Congress meeting held 
in the A.P.C.C. office at Gauhati on the 10th of March 
that each of the Congress M.L.As in the L.A. Constiucncies 
comprised in the Nowgong H. P. Constituency wherever 
there were Congress M.L.As, would be in charge of his 
Constituency and that all expenses incurred in the election 
compaign in that constituency would be borne by the candi- 
date or his election agent and that some advance payment 
would be made to each of such Congress M.L.As. The above 
case was not pleaded in the election petition. This Is not a 
patent point. It depends on evidence and needs investigation 
Into facts. Likewise it was not pleaded that P.W. 29 was put 
incharge of the Hojai Constituency and that he was autho- 
rised to incur any, if so what, expenditure, by the candidate 
or his election agent. The respondent, therefore, was not ex- 
pected to meet this case. At the time of trial, evidence was 
led by the petitioner through P.W. 29 to prove the expendi- 
ture allegedly incurred by him. in the Hojai constituency. 
The petitioner also proved by P.W. 29 Exts. p/5 to p/10 and 
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p/22, the accounts allegedly maintained by P.W. 29, In 
ny opinion the evidence of P.W. 29, so far as the alleged 
xpenditures by him are concerned together with Exts. p/J 
o p/10 and p/22 are irrelevant and as such I need not 
issess the worth of the oral evidence of P.W. 29 and of 
he said documents. 

108. Another submission of Mr. Lakhi that needs consi- 
leration is that Ext. R/45 is a fabricated documents. The 
juestion may be examined In two parts : 

(i) Whether Ext. R/45 is a correct account of all the 
expenses incurred in the election ? 

(ii) If net, what is the consequence ? 

(1) Ext. P/3 A is a true copy of Ext. R/45. Ext. p|3A 
was lodged by the respondent with the Returning Officer. 
Ext. R/45 is a School /College exercise book that bears no 
body’s name, or signature. It does not bear any caption either. 

It has not been paginated, The accounts however have been 
kept in a tabular form gving the particulars as prescribed by 
Rule 86. It discloses the amounts of expenditure incurred on 
the following items : 

(1) telephone charge, 

(2) security deposit, 

(3) Petro, 

(4) printing charge, 

(5) electoral roll. 

Accounts have been kept only on 3 pages. The question 
is whether Ext. R/45 reflects a correct account of all the 
expenditure incurred by the candidate and/or his election 
agent from day to day as required by Rule 86 or is it a 
fabricated document as contended by learned counsel for the 
petitioner. 

109. Let us now turn to the law on the point. Section 
123(6) of the R.P, Act is in the following terms : — 

123, Corrupt practices — The following shall be deemed 
to be corrupt practices for the purposes of this 
Act : — 

(6) The incurring or authorizing of expenditure in cont- 
ravention of section 77". 

The relevant portion of Section 77 may be set out : 

"77. Account of election expenses and maximum there- 
of. — (1) Every candidate at an election shall, 
cither by himself or by his election agent, keep a 
separate and correct account of all expenditure in 
connection with the election incurred or authorized 
by him or by his election agent between the date 
on which he has been nominated and the date of 
declaration of the result thereof, both dates inclu- 
sive. 


Rule 86 of the conduct of Elections Rules, 1961 (herein- 
after called ’the Rules’) has prescribed the particulars of 
account of election expenses. The Rule is in the following 
terms : 

■‘86, Particulars of account of election expenses. — 

(1) The account of election expenses to lie kept, by a 
candidate or his election agent under section 77 shall con- 
tain the following particulars in respect of each item of ex- 
penditure from day to day, namely ; — 

(a) the date on which the expenditure was incurred or 
authorised; 

(b) the nature of the expenditure (as for example, travel- 
ling, postage or printing and the like); 

(c) the amount of the expenditure— 

(i) the amount paid. 

(ii) the amount outstanding; 

(d) the date of payment; 

(e) the name and address of the payee; 

(f) the serial number of vouchers, in case of amount 
paid; 

(g) the serial number of bills if any, in case of amount 
outstanding ; 

(h) the name and address of the person to whom the 
amount outstanding is payable. 

(2) A voucher shall be obtained for every item of expendi- 
ture unless from the nature of the case, such as postage, travel 
by rail and the Eke, it is not practicable to obtain a voucher. 

(3) All vouchers shall be lodged along with the account 
of election expenses, arranged according to the date of pay- 
ment and sorially numbered by the candidate or his election 
agent and such serial numbers shall be entered In the account 
under item (f) of sub-rule (1). 

(4) It shall not be necessary to give the particulars men- 
tioned in item (e) of sub-rule (1) in regard to items of expendi- 
ture for which vouchers have not been obtained under sub- 
rule (2).” 

Section 78 provides for lodging of account by a candidate. 
It is in the following terms : 

“Lodging of account with the district election officer. — 
(1) Every contesting candidate at an election shall, 
within thirty days from the date of election of the 
returned candidate or, if there arc more than one 
returned candidate at the election and the dates of 
their election are different, the later of those two 
dates, lodge with the district election officer and 
account of his election expenses which shall be a 
true copy of the account kept by him or by his 
election agent under section 77. 


Explanation 1— .... any expenditure incurred or authorized 
m connection with the election of candidate by a political 
party or by any other association or body of persons or by 
any mdtvtdual (other than the candidate or his election agent) 
Riall not be deemed to be, and shall not ever be deemed to 
have been expenditure in connection with the election incur- 
red or authorized by the candidate or by his election agent 
tor the purpose of this sub-section : 


Provided. 


Explanation2— -For the purposes of Explanation 1 “r 

r m £n D sM1 havc the samc "teaming as in the Ele 
symbols (Reservation and allotment) order, 1968 a 
tile time being in force. 


Explanation 3.~ 


(2) be prescribed. Sha " contain such Particulars, as may 

'Bf total the "aid expenditure shall not exceed 
such amount as may be prescribed". 


( 2 ) 

Rule 90 of the Rules prescribes the maximum of the total 
expenditure that can be incurred by a candidate in a parlia- 
mentary constituency and by a candidate in an Assembly 
constituency which are enumerated in the table under this 
Rule.. In Assam a candidate in a parliamentary constituency 
can incur a total expenditure up to the maximum of 
Rs. 35,000. 

110. There is a basic purpose in fixing the maximum amount 
of total expenditure that can be incurred by a candidate in 
an election. The purpose is to eliminate corruption, such as, 
procuring votes by bribery and the like, so as to keep the 
election clean and within each of a candidate of reasonable 
means, 

A P5™ al <? f actions 123(6), 77, 78 of the Act and Rules 
8 and 90 of the Rules clearly shows that the porvjsions of 
the law is directory and not mandatory, Section 77 provides 
that a candidate at an election shall either by himself or 
by his election agent, keep a separate and correct Recount 
of all the expenditure In connection with the election incur- 
red or authorized by him or his election agent during the 
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period starting on the date of his nomination and ending 
on the date of the declaration of the result, both the days 
Inclusive. The account must not only be separate from other 
accounts and expenditure of the candidate such as his family 
expenses and the like, but also it must be a correct account 
and must include all expenditure. 

Rule 86 provides, inter alia, as stated above, that the 
account of the election expenses to be kept by a candidate 
or his election agent under section 77 shall contain, inter alia, 
the particulars in respect of each item of expenditure incurred 
from day to day. 

Although R.W. 10, Kotold, says In his deposition that Ext. 
R|45 was kept from day to day, Ext. R[45 itself does not 
give that inpression. The Impression it gives is that it was 
prepared after consulting the vouchers, bills and other iterns 
of expenditure. What may be said of the accounts is that 
their maintenance was irregular, but it cannot be said that 
they are incorrect as there has been nothing positive to show 
that expenditures have been suppressed. What constitutes a 
corrupt practice under section 123(6) of the R.P. Act is not 
an irregular, not even an erroneous keeping ot accounts ot 
the election expenses, but incurring or authorizing expenditure 
exceeding the prescribed maximum. So on this count also 
the respondent has committed no corrupt practice. 

111. As a result of the foregoing conclusions and finding's 
the issues are answered as follows : 

Issue No. 4 : Clauses (a), (b), (c), (d) and (e). 

The petitioner has failed to prove the allegations made 
against the respondent No. 1 of corrupt practice under section 
123(2), (3) or (3A) of the R.P. Act, the allegations made 
against Maulana Azad Madanl and Maulana Hashmi of cor- 
rupt practice under section 123(3) or (3A) of the R.P. Act, 
the allegations of corrupt practice made against Maulana 
Abdul Jalil Ragbi and Shrl Bedabrata Barua of corrupt prac- 
tice under Section 123(3) or (3A) of the R.P. Act, the 
allegations made against Shri Abdul Rascm, M.L.A, of corrupt 
practice under Section 123(3) or (3A) of the R.P: Act and 
the allegations made against Shri Indris Ali Fakir M.L.A. of 
corrupt practico under section 123(3) or (3A) of the R.P. 
Act. The question of consent of Respondent No. 1 to the 
commission of the aforesaid alleged corrupt practices by the 
aforesaid persons, namely. Maulana Madani, Maulana Hashmi, 
Maulana Ragbi, Sarbasbri Bedabrata Barua, Abdul Kasem, 
M.L.A. and Idris Ali Fakir, M.L.A., therefore does not arise ; 
as such clauses (a), (b), (c), (d) and (e) are answered in 
the negative. 

Issue No. 4 : Clause (f), 

The petitioner did not adduce any evidence to prove tins 
issue and as such it is answered in negative. 

Issue No. 4 : Clause (g). 

The petitioner has failed to prove the allegations against 
Shri Lila Kotoki of corrupt practico under sub-section (3) 
or sub-section (1) of section 123 of the R.P. Act; and as 
such this issue Is answered in the negative. 

Issue No. 4 : Clause (H). 

The petitioner has failed to prove the allegations of bribery 
made against Sarbashri Bhabash Banerjee, Dino Bora and 
Surya Dek under Section 123(1) (a) (b), of the R.P, Act. 
The coasenl of the respondent No. 1 to the alleged bribery, 
therefore, does not arise. This issue is answered in the negative. 

Issue No. 5 : Does not arise. 

Issue Nos. 6 and 7 : 

The petitioner, during the trail, did not lead any evidence 
to prove, and at the lime of argument did not press, these 
issues ; and as such they are answered in the negative. 

Issue No. 9 : 

The petitioner has failed to prove that the respondent No. 
1 incurred or authorised expenditure in contravention of 
section 77 of the R.P. Act, and as such he cannot be held to 
have committed any corrupt practice under section 123(6) 
of the R.P. Act. The issue is answered in the negative. 


Issue No. 9 ; 

In the result the election petition is dismissed with costs. 
The total amount of costs is assessed at rupees one thousand 
payable by the petitioner to Respondent No, 1, 

Sd|~ BAHARUL ISLAM, fudge. 

[No. 82/AS-HP/2/77] 
V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy. 

New Delhi, the 13th October, 1.978 

S.O. 3080- — In pursuance of section 106 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishcs the judgment of the High Court 
of Kerala dated 4 July, 1978, in Election Petition No. 6 of 
1977. 

(Here Print the Judgment Attached.) 

By order, 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT : 

The Honourable Mr. Justice N. D. P. Namboodiripaa 
Tuesday the 4th July, 1 978| 1 3th Ashadha, 1900 

E.P. 6 of 1977 

PETITIONER : 

M, Kamalam, Jayathi, Kozhikode. 

By Advs. M]s. S. Easwara Iyer, P. C. Balakrishna Menon 
K. Ramakumar and A. M. Rajan Babu 

RESPONDENT : 

Dr, V- A. Syed Mohammed, Member Eok Sabha, Parlia- 
mentary Notice Office, Parliament Street, New Delhi. 

By Advs. M]s. C. K. Sivasankara Panicker and P. C. 
Mohsin. 

This Election Petition having been finally heard on 29-6-76 
in the presence of Mjs. S. Easwara Iyer, P. C, Balakrishna 
Menon, K. Ramakumar and A. N, Rajan Babu Advocates for 
the petitioner and of M|s. C. K, Sivasankara Panicker and 
P, C. Mohsin Advocates for the respondent the court on 
4-7-78 delivered the following 

JUDGMENT 

The petitioner and the respondent were the duly nominated 
candidates, who contested the general election from Kozhi- 
kode-IV Parliament Constituency in the election held to the 
Lok Sabha on the 19th March, 1977. The petitioner was a 
candidate sponsored by the Janata Party while the respondent 
was a candidate sponsored by the Indian National Congress 
(Indira Group). At the time of election the respondent was 
a sitting member of the Rajya Sabha and also the Minister 
for State for Law, Justice and Company Affairs, Union of 
India, He did not resign his office as Minister for State at the 
time of contesting the election. The polling took place on the 
19th of March 1977 and counting was over by the night of 
20th March, 1977. The respondent was declared to be duly 
elected. According to the petitioner the election of the res- 
pondent is liable to be set aside because of corrupt practices 
and other irregularities set out in the petition. The respondent 
misused his official position which materially and substantially 
affected the result of the election. The corrupt practices 
indulged in by the respondent are set out in sub-paragraphs 
(a) to (m) of paragraph Vlf of the petition. On 17-3-1977 
with the knowledge and the consent of the respondent a Press 
Conference was convened at his residence by the Public Rela- 
tion Officer Sri Velappan, who was also functioning as Press 
Censor, The Assistant Public Relation Officer Sri Gopinath 
was also present, The Press Conference did not relate to any 
official duty of the respondent as Minister for State ; but 
was confined to his election propaganda. At the Press Con- 
ference the respondent appealed to the voters on grounds of 
religion. On the apprehension that tribal people may not 
vote for the respondent, several members of the Tribal com- 
munity of Wynad were arrested on the 18th of March, 1977, 
while the date of polling was already declared as 19-3-1977. 
The respondent temporarily occupied a house belonging to 
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one Hameed, an officer of the Income Tax Department to 
give an impression to the public that the Income J hx Depait- 
ment was interested in the respondent and for the purpose of 
putting pressure on the asscssecs to vote for the respondent. 
A Private Secretary of the respondent by name Sri Soman 
canvassed votes for the respondent during the festival at the 
Sreekanteswara Temple, Kozhikode, The Regional Transport 
Officer, Kozhikode caused a Van No. K.L.R, 1999 belonging 
to one Sri Appu to be utilised for the election propaganda 
of the respondent and also for transporting electors to and 
from the polling stations, thereby attracting Section 123(5) 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (for brevity 
the ‘Act’)- During the election campaign the respondent and 
his agents made election speeches with the intention to pro- 
mote enmity and hatred among different classes of voters on 
grounds of religion, casto and community. Votes were can- 
vassed on the basis of religion and caste. Ballot papers were 
printed in private presses like Norman Press and Kalpaka 
Press against the direction given by the F.lection Commission 
of India. The respondent and his agents attempted to procure 
votes by bribery like distribution of cloth, medicine, money 
and sweets to Adivasees and other illetcrate voters. Police 
Officers were used by the respondent for canvassing votes 
in his favour. The services of one Lakshmana, District 
Superintendent of Police, who is now under enquiry for mal- 
practices in the well-known case styled as ‘Rajan's case’ were 
utilised by the respondent for canvassing votes in his favour. 
The aforesaid police officer exerted undue influence over the 
electors by threatening them with dire consequences ; if they 
do not vote for the respondent. With the assistance of the 
employees of the Income Tax Department, amounts were col- 
lected for the election propaganda of the respondent. The 
result of the election was materially affected by the malprac- 
tices at the election. The number of polled votes when totalled 
was found to be in excess of the ballot papers, issued by the 
Presiding Officers at different Polling Stations, During the 
course of counting it was discovered that the ballot papers 
used for recording votes for Lok Sabha differed in material 
and colour of the paper. One such instance was pointed out 
to the Counting Officer in Ballisscry Constituency, That would 
indicate that spurious ballot papers were used for the purpose 
of voting. There were counting irregularities as set out in 
paragraph 10 of the petition. The prayers in the petition arc : 


(i) to declare the election of the respondent as void on 
the ground of corrupt practices committed by persons 
with the consent and knowledge of the respondent ; 
and 


(ii) to declare that the election of the respondent as 
void since the results of the election have been 
materially and substantially affected by the corrupt 
practices committed by the agent of the respondent 
and also for non-compliance of the provisions of the 
Act. 


2. The contentions raised by the respondent in his written 
statement may be briefly stated. The petition is defective 
being violative of Section 81 of the Act. Two copies of the 
petition served on the respondent were not attested by the 
petitioner under her own signature and the petition is, there- 
fore, liable to be dismissed under Section 86(1) of the Act. 
Again, the petition was presented not by the petitioner herself, 
but by her counsel and hence is defective. Another infirmity 
attached to the petition is that since corrupt practice is alleged 
it cannot be gone into by this Court for want of jurisdiction. 
The President alone is competent to decide the question of 
disqualification on the ground of corrupt practice. The 
jurisdiction of this court under the Representation of thi 
People Act, 1951 is ousted by the provisions of Article 103 of 
the Constitution, In view of Article 103 of the Constitution, 
Sections 98 to 100 of the Act should be deemed to have been 
repealed by the Constitution (Forty Second) Amendment Act. 
In any view, after the Constitution 42ud Amendment Act 
Sections 96 to 100 of the Representation of the People Act 
have become unconstitutional. The question regarding the 
conslitutionnlity of these provisions cannot be decided by this 
Court and reference is made to Article 228A of the Consti- 
tution. The respondent was duly elected. No corrupt practices 
have been committed by any person with the consent or 


knowledge of the respondent. The respondent has not misused 
his official position. The averments in paragraph 7 clauses 
(a) to (f) are denied. No press conference was convened on 
the 17th March, 1977 at the instance and with the konwledge 
and consent of the respondent by the Public Relations Officer 
Shri Velappan. No press conference was held at the temporary 
residence of the respondent at Kozhikode. On 17-3-1977 at 
about 10 A.M. certain representatives of the Press came to 
the respondent’s residence. One of the representatives pointed 
out during the course of the talk that the conference was 
called by Shri Velappan, a Central Government employee, 
functioning as Press Advisor and erstwhile Censor. The res- 
pondent immediately stated that he did not direct Shri Velap- 
pan to call any representative of the Press. The respondent 
has not appealed to the voters on the ground of religion at 
the press conference as alleged in the petition. The allegations 
in clause (b) are too vague. Participating in press conference, 
convened by the Government officials in discharge of their 
duty, cannot be treated as a conduct which materially and 
substantially affected the results of the election. During the 
course of the respondent's election campaign, to the knowledge 
of the respondent, no arrest was made of tribal people at 
Wynad and the respondent is not aware whether any arrest 
has been made on 18-3-1977. The averments in clause (c) 
are too vague for the respondent to give any reply. The 
house referred to in clause (d) of the petition belonged to 
Venkitesh Nayak Mohan Das of Calicut, and it was taken 
on rent on 15-2-1977 for a monthly rent of Rs. 250 for a 
period of two months. The respondent knows Mr,. Iiameed as 
an officer of the Income-tax Department. Mr. Hameed is not 
a close friend of the respondent. The respondent denies the 
allegation that certain officers of the Income-tax Department 
of Kozhikode were putting pressure on the assessees to vote 
for the respondent at the instance of Shri Hameed. The 
averment that the Private Secretary of the respondent by name 
Soman was actively canvassing vote for the respondent is 
denied. The respondent had not given any consent and he 
has no knowledge of Shri Soman having canvassed votes for 
the respondent. On the other hand the respondent had given 
definite instructions to Soman not to canvass votes actively or 
otherwise for the respondent. The respondent has not utilised 
the van referred to in clause (f) of the petition, The averment 
that during the election campaign and election speeches the 
respondent and his agents made appeals to the public to re- 
frain from voting for the petitioner on the ground that the 
respondent belongs to a religious minority is denied. Neither 
the respondent nor his agents ever attempted to promote 
feelings of enmity and hatred among voters, on grounds of 
religion, caste, etc. The respondent denies the averment that 
communal harmony was deliberately interfered with during 
the election campaign by the respondent. There was no 
mal-practicc during the election. The respondent is not aware 
that any ballot paper was printed in private presses. The 
respondent or his supporters did not attempt to procure votes 
by bribery or by distribution of clothes, medicine and money 
and sweets to Adivasees or to other illeterate voters. The 
respondent never used or utilised the services of Superinten- 
dent of Police Mr. Lakshmana, The respondent did not 
collect money for election propaganda with the help of the 
employees of the Income-tax Department. The averments in 
paragraph 7 of the petition are vague. The petitioner has not 
stated particulars of corrupt practices alleged and the affidavit 
filed is not in confirmity with the requirements of law. No 
schedule has been annexed to the petition or affidavit. The 
petitioner has not given any of the alleged corrupt practices 
with sufficient details, particulars and clarity enabling Ihe 
respondent to meet them. The affidavit filed is not in confirmity 
with law. The results of the election were not materially and 
substantially affected by any mal-practicc. There was no 
mal-practice in the printing of ballot papers, The respondent 
had not noticed any difference in ballot papers as stated in 
paragraph 9 of the petition. To the knowledge of the respon- 
dent neither the petitioner nor anybody on her behalf made 
any complaint regarding the counting of_votes. The petitioner 
never complained that spurious ballot papers were utilised. The 
allegation that the counting officers acted in a hurry prevent- 
ing the counting agents of the petitioner taking notice of 
rejection of valid votes or the bundling of the ballot papers 
with undue haste is denied. The allegations in clauses (a) to 
(d) of paragraph 10 of the petition are made only for the 
purpose of this petition and without any foundation. No 
complaint has been raised at any time by anybody during the 
different stage of the counting. The petitioner is not entitled 
to any of the reliefs prayed for in the petition. 
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3. After discussing with both sides, the following issues 
were raised : — 

( 1 1 Whether the petition is maintainable 7 

(U) Whether the election is liable to be declared void 
on the ground of corrupt practice alleged in the 
petition 7 

(iii) Whether the election is vitiated by all or any of the 
mal-practices alleged in the petition 7 

and 

(iv) Regarding reliefs and costs ? 

4. Issue No. 1 : After the issues were raised, the res- 
pondent pressed for a hearing of the preliminary objection 
raised by him regarding the maintainability of the petition. 
It was contended on behalf of the respondent that there is 
non-compliance with sub-section 3 of Section 81 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act and consequently the petition 
is liable to be dismissed under Section 86(1) of the Act, I 
accepted that plea and dismissed the election petition under 
Section 86(1) of the Act on 6-7-1977 for non-compliance with 
section 81(3) of the Act. The petitioner took up the matter 
in appeal before the Supreme Court as C.A. No. 1963 (NCE)/ 
1977 and the Supreme Court by judgment dated 8-3-1978 set 
aside the decision of this Court and remitted back the matter 
to this Court for disposal on merits. The preliminary objec- 
tion regarding the maintainability of the petition has, therefore, 
only to be rejected. Though the respondent raised a conten- 
tion that this Court has no jurisdiction to proceed with the 
trial of this election petition, in view of the Constitution 
(Forty Second Amendment) Act, that contention was not pres- 
sed when the issues were heard preliminarily. Further an 
identical contention in another case has been rejected by me- 
and that decision is reported in Mohammed Jafferkhan v. 
T. H. Musthaffa (1977 K.L.T. 602). I hold that the petition 
is maintainable. 


5, Issue No. 2 : With the exception of sub-section 6 of 
Section 123 of the Act, the petitioner has alleged in the 
petition the commission of corrupt practices set out in all 
other sub-sections of section 123 of the Act. Regarding the 
allegations In the petition, the respondent has got a general 
contention that the averments in the petition do not satisfy 
the requirements of section 83 (l)(b) and (2) of the Act, 
The relevant provisions read as follows ; 

"83. Contents of petition. — (1) An election petition — 


* * * * # * * # 

(b) shall set. forth full particulars of any corrupt 
practice that the petitioner alleges, including as 
full a statement as possible of the names of the 
parties alleged to have committed such corrupt 
practices and the date and place of the commission 
of each such practice ; and 


(2) Any schedule or annxeure to the petition shall also 
be signed by the petitioner and verified in the same 
manner as the petition.” 

I am bearing in mind this particular contention while dealing 
with the various items of corrupt practices relied on by the 
petitioner. 

Out of the various corrupt practices alleged in the petition, 
the averments mainly relate to the violation of section 123(7) 
of the Act, I may read the provision : 

“123.(7) The obtaining or procuring or abetting or at- 
tempting to obtain or procure by a candidate or 
his agent or, by any other person (with the consent 
of a candidate or his election agent), any assistance 
(other than the giving of votes) for the furtherance 
of the prospects of that candidate’s election, from 


any person in the service of the Government and 
belonging to any of the folio wntg classes, namely : — 

(a) gazetted officers ; 

(b) stipendiary Judges and magistrates ; 

(c) members of the armed forces of the union ; 

(d) members of the police forces ; 

(c) excise officers ; 

(f) revenue officers other than village revenue officers 

known as Lambardars, malguzars, patels dash- 
mukhs or by any other name, whose duty is to 
collect land revenue and who are remunerated by 
a share of, or commission on, the amount of 
land revenue collected by them but who do not 
discharge any police functions ; and 

(g) such other class of persons in the service of the 

Government as may be prescribed 

The offices specifically named in certain sub-paragraphs 
of pragraph 7 of the petition are : 

(i) Sri M. R. Veiappan (P.W. 2) 

(ii) Sri Gopinath, (P.W. 22) 

(iii) Sri Soman, (P.W. 26) 

(iv) Sri Hameed (P.W. 27) 

(v) Sri Lakshmana, the then District Superintendent or 
Police at Calicut during the last election and who 

allegation separately. 

Since the overt activities alleged against these Government 
Officers are different, it will be convenient to deal with each 
allegation separately. 

A. Sub-paragraphs (a) and (b) of paragraph VII of the 
petition, which contain the allegation regarding the press con- 
ference with which P.W. 2 and P.W. 22 are associated, read 
as follows : 

"(a) A press conference was convened on 17th March, 
1977 at the instance and with the knowledge and 
consent of the Respondent by Public Relation Officer 
Sri Veiappan (who was also functioning as Press 
Censor). The Press Conference was held at the 
temporary residence of the respondent at Kozhikode. 
The Assistant) Public Relation Officer Shri Gopinath 
was also present at that time. This Press Conference 
did not relate to any official duties of the res- 
pondent as Minister of State but confined itself to 
his election propaganda. The convening of the 
Press Conference by a Public Relation Officer with 
The Assistant Public Relation Officer Sri Gopinath 
cer at the instance and with the knowledge and con- 
sent of the Respondent vitiates his election. At the 
Press Conference the Respondent is alleged to have 
appealed to the voters on grounds of religion within 
the ambit of Section 123 of Central Act 43 of 
1951. 

(b) At any rate the conduct of the Respondent in attend- 
ing a Press Conference convened by Government 
officials like Sri Veiappan and Gopinath had mate- 
rially and substantially affected the results of the 
election,” 


The substantial portion of the evidence adduced in this case 
both by the petitioner and the respondent relates to the Press 
Conference referred to in the aforesaid sub-paragraphs. On 
the basis of the pleadings and the evidence available in the 
case, the following propositions were not seriously disputed 
by the respondent : 

(a) that there was a gathering of representatives of the 
press at the residence of the respondent at or about 
10 a,m. on 17-3-1977, Though the petitioner may 
call it as a press conference, the witnesses of the 
respondent chose to refer to the gathering as a press 
chat. But, whatever nomenclature is given, the result 
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is the same and I may call the incident as "Press 
Conference". 

(b) that the press conference was not official and it was 
exclusively concerned with the candidature and the 
election matters of the respondent. 

(c) that of the press reporters, who participated in the 

conference, the reporters of Manorama, Mathru- 
bhuml, Deshabhimani and Hindu were informed 
about the conference by P.W. 2. Since the reporter 
of Indian Express was not in his residence, P.W. 2 
gave the necessary information regarding the con- 
ference to the inmates of the house. The informa- 
tion given by P.W. 2 to all these reporters were over 
the phone. There were other representatives of the 
press, who were present and who participated in 
the press conference. 

(d) that P.W. 2 and P.W. 22 who are gazetted officers, 

were present at the residence of the respondent wjien 
the conference was going on though there is slight 
dispute between the parties regarding the time during 
which these two officers were present. 

In view of the aforesaid facts which are not disputed the 
controversy between the parties has narrowed down consider- 
ably, Though in the earlier portion of sub-paragraph (a) of 
paragraph VII of the petition, in the matter of convening 
of the conference, only the name of P.W. 2 is mentioned, 
in another subsequent portion in the same paragraph there 
is a general allegation that the press conference was convened 
with the assistance of P.W. 22 also. That sub-paragraph 
also contains the further allegation that at the press conference 
the respondent appealed to the voters on grounds of religion. 
Regarding that matter, absolutely no argument was advanced 
for the obvious reason that the various press reports like 
Exts. PI to P7 do not contain any material to Indicate that 
in the press conference the respondent convassed votes on 
the basis of religion. Similarly, regarding the assistance alleg- 
ed to have been rendered by P.W. 22 also there i9 hardly 
any evidence. The evidence adduced by the petitioner re- 
garding P.W- 22 is the presence of P.W. 22 at the residence 
of the respondent when the conference was going on. At 
the time of argument, however, the learned counsel for the 
petitioner represented that though there Is no further evidence, 
an Inference can be drawn regarding the assistance of P.W, 
22 in the matter of convening the conference on the basis 
that P.W. 2 and P.W. 22 are working in the same office and 
that P.W. 22 is the Assistant of P.W. 2. I am unable to 
accept that argument. It shall not be forgotten that the only 
allegation against P.W, 2 and P.W. 22 is that thev assisted 
♦he respondent in convening the conference. I emphasise the 
word “convening" because the allegations do not suggest that 
bv being present at the residence of the respondent at the 
time of the conference. P.W. 2 and P.W. 22 rendered any 
assistance to the respondent as far as the press conference 
is concerned. So, ultimately, the only question to be decided 
in this connection is whether P.W. 2 convened the conference 
on the instruction or at the request of the respondent so as 
to constitute obtaining or nrocuring of the assistance of 
allegation against P.W. 2 and P.W. 22 is that they assisted 
123(71 of the Act. 

The petitioner attempted to prove the alleged nexus bet- 
ween the respondent and P.W. 2 through the evidence of 
P.W. 2, At the time of argument I specifically asked the 
learned counsel for the petitioner whether he is relying on 
the direct evidence given by P.W. 2 and the learned counsel 
said that he is not disowning the evidence of P.W. 2 and 
that he is very much relying upon the evidence of that witness 
with certain other circumstances for establishing the connec- 
tion between the respondent and P.W. 2. T mav. therefore, 
at the first Instance, advert to the evidence of P.W. 2. 

P.W. 2 was, during the relevant period, the Press Advisor 
and Preis Censor at Calicut. He is an officer of the Press 
Information Bureau (P.T.B.j, and as Press Advisor he was 
discharging the functions of the P.I.B. According to P.W, 2 
he had instructions from Delhi through his office at Trivan- 
drum that if any Minister desired to contact the press, he 
must make the necessary arrangements. So. when the res- 
pondent came to Calicut in connection with the election, 
P.W. 2 asked the respondent whether any press conference 
need be arranged, and the respondent gave the reply in Ihe 
negative on the ground that there was no time. After a 
few days, R.W, 1 informed P.W. 2 that a press conference 
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arranged, at the residence of the Minister on 17-3-1977 and 
on the basis of that information P.W. 2 tried to contact the 
respondent at the latter’s residence; but the respondent waa 
not ihcu present and the phone was answered by another man, 
who was understood by P.W. 2 as Soman, the then Additional 
Private Secretary of the respondent, and who was examined 
in this case as P.W, 26. According to P.W. 2, P.W. 26 
confirmed the information regarding the programme and added 
that since all the phone numbers of the reporters at Calient 
were not known to him information was given only to a 
few. It was thereafter that P.W. 2 gave the information to 
the press reporters already referred to. The evidence of 
P.W. 22 is to the effect that P.W. 2 never informed him about 
the press conference and that P.W. 22 got the information 
from another pres reporter. The information regarding the 
conference was given to some of the reporters by P.W. 2 
on the 16th and it is admitted by P.W. 2 that on the 17th 
he reached the residence of the respondent at or about 9.30 
A.M. The respondent was not there at his residence then, and 
a few reporters of the Press were present there. The res- 
pondent reached his residence only 10 or 15 minutes later and 
when the respondent went inside P.W. 2 invited the Press 
Reporters also to a room where the conference was to be 
held. When the Press representatives were all seated, P-W. 2 
went out of the room and waited in the adjoining verandah, 
where the phone was located. According to P.W. 2 he 
heard one press representatives asking the respondent whether 
the conference was official or unofficial and the respondent 
replied that his participation was in the capacity of a can- 
didate. P.W, 2 does not remember what all further dis- 
cussions took place there. From the above facts deposed by 
P.W. 2 it Is not possible to hold that P.W. 2 informed some 
of the Press representatives regarding the conference on the 
basis of any instruction or demand by the respondent. It 
is also not without significance that while in the -witness 
box P.W. 2 wag never asked by the petitioner whether the 
respondent sought the assistance of P.W. 2 for convening the 
conference. The evidence of P.W. 2 as far as I could sec, 
does not, in the least, support the case of the petitioner. 
Though the conduct of P.W. 2 Informing some of the Press 
representatives about ihe conference and also his physical 
presence at the place where the conference was going on, arc 
circumstances which may creat some doubt regarding the con- 
nection between the respondent and P.W. 2, the positive evi- 
dence given by P.W. 2 is that he received information about 
the press conference from R.W. 1. P.W. 2 thus proceeded 
on the basis that the press conference has already been arrang- 
ed and that since he knew from P.W. 26 that all the reporters 
were not informed, P W. 2 felt that necessary information 
may be given to other reporters as well, so that the latter 
also may be benefited. I cannot, in this context, overtook 
one circumstance emerging from the evidence of P.W. 2. 
P.W. 2, as referred to above, is alleged to have contacted 
P.W. 26. But, P,W. 26 deposed that he did not contact 
P.W. 2 at any time. It is certain that theversion given by 
one of these witnesses must be untrue. But it is not necessary 
for me to decide in this case whether it is P.W. 2 or P.W. 
26, who gave false evidence because the petitioner has no 
case that P.W. 26 had anything to do with the press conference 
and P,W, 2 was not asked in the witness box whether the 
respondent instructed Mm to inform the press people. So 
as far as the disputed question in this case is concerned, the 
aforesaid infirmity is not of much significance and I am 
referring about this discrepancy only to show that responsible 
officers have scant regard for truth while giving evidence 
before a court of law. 

The evidence of P.W, 2 does not prove to any extent that 
he convened the conference as instructed by the respondent. 
The only other argument advanced by the learned counsel 
for the "petitioner and which I must consider in this case 
is one circumstance pressed into service by the petitioner at 
the time of argument. One of the Press reporters, who par- 
ticipated in the conference was P.W. 25, the press reporter 
of Desehabhimani Daily. It is common case that Desha- 
bhimani Dailv was the official organ of Marxist Party and 
that in a leader In one issue of Deshabhimani Daily of an 
earlier date, there was an allegation that the respondent was 
misusing his official position in furthering his prospects in the 
election and that leader was contribnted by E.M.S. Namboodi- 
ripad. the leader of Marxist Party. The respondent had issued 
a cult notice demanding Sri E, M, S. Namboodirioad as 
well as Deshabhimani Daily to withdraw the unfounded allega- 
tion under the threat of appropriate proceedings before Court. 
The Press conference, according to the evidence of the wit- 



2956 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : OCTOBER 28, 1978/KARTIKA 6, 1900 [Pat II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


nesses examined on the side of the petitioner, practically 
started with a question being put to the respondent by P.W. 
25 as to whether the respondent was convening this conference 
in his official capacity or as a candidate. The respondent 
replied that the conference is arranged in the capacity of a 
candidate and not in his official capacity. There were a 
few other questions which may not be relevant. Thereafter 
P.W. 23 is alleged to have told the respondent that since 
P.W. 2 was at the spot could it not be normally believed that 
the conference was convened by him. The reply which the 
respondent gave was that he has not asked P.W. 2 to convene 
the conference. P.W. 25 then deposed further that thereupon 
he challenged the respondent to call in P.W, 2 and to as- 
certain the truth. According to P.W. 25 the respondent 
replied that there was no necessity for such a course. Re- 
garding this particular question, I may refer that the res- 
pondent docs not agree and he denied having said any such 
thing. But, assuming that there was such a challenge, and 
an unsatisfactory reply was given by the respondent, the 
question is whether that particular question relating to the 
conference provides circumstantial evidence in support of the 
petitioner's case. According to the learned counsel for the 
petitioner, when P.W. 25 apprised the respondent of the 
presence of P.W. 2, the respondent should have in the normal 
course dissolved the entire gathering without proceeding with 
it. The respondent was got a case that he was not aware 
of the presence of P.W. 2 and P.W. 22 because they were 
not personally acquainted with him. He did not give any 
importance to the question put by P.W. 25 especially because 
Desha bhimani and the Marxist Party were making baseless 
accusations against the respondent on previous occasions as 
well. Even if the explanation of the respondent is not ac- 
ceptable, I am unable to understand how the continuance of 
the conference can constitute circumstantial evidence to show 
that the conference whs convened by P.W. 2 at the instance 
of the respondent. It shall not be forgotten that in the 
questions and answers between P.W. 25 and the respondent, 
the respondent emphatically denied that he had Instructed 
P.W. 2 to convene Ihc conference. So, the respondent pro- 
ceeded on the basis that it was arranged by his supporters. 
Further, to dissolve the conference at that stage may not 
look proper considering the position of the respondent at 
that time. I cannot, therefore, accept the argument of the 
learned counsel for the petitioner that the continuance of 
the conference despite the presence of P.W. 2 and P.W. 22 
at the residence of the respondent, must be taken as adequate 
proof regarding the connection between the respondent and 
P.W. 2 in the matter of convening the conference. 

The respondent also relied upon certain circumstances to 
show that the respondent never wanted to associate with 
P.W. 2 in the matter of convening the conference. P.W. 2, 
as already referred to, asked the respondent on a previous 
occasion whether any press conference should be arranged 
for him, and the respondent then answered in the negative. 
There were already Imputations by Marxist Party and papers 
like Deshabhimani regarding the alleged misuse of his official 
position by the respondent in the election capaign Such being 
the situation obtained already, it is not at all likely that the 
respondent should have thought of procuring the service of 
P.W. 2 to convene a conference and that too after the enfirc 
election propaganda was over. P.W. 2 has deposed that the 
Minister can convene a press conference on his own initiative 
and that the press representatives used to go even to the 
Air Port to contact a Minister when he is visiting a place. 
It was also pointed out that in view of the already strained 
relationship between Deshabhimani Daily and the Marxist 
Party on the one part and the respondent on the other, it 
was not at all likely that the respondent should have really 
sought the assistance of P.W. 2 in the matter of convening 
the conference. If there was previous consultation between 
the respondent and P.W. 2 it is not likely that the respondent 
should have specifically instructed P.W. 2 to invite P.W. 25. 
Perhaps, it may be possible to pick holes in these circum- 
stances relied on by the respondent also. At any rate, when 
the entire evidence is taken into consideration, I think, the 
evidence of P.W, 2 has to be given due weight and that from 
his evidence it is not at all possible to spell out even by 
implication any previous contact between himself atid (he 
respondent relating to the convening of the press conference 
cm 17-1-1977. Tt is also significant, thaf the petitioner never 
moved the Court to declare P.W. 2 as hostile for the pur- 
pose of cross-examination and the petitioner conceded that 
she is relying on the evidence of P.W. 2. 

It was strenuously contended by the respondent that even 
if the petitioner’s case is accepted in its entirity regarding 


the nexus between the respondent and P.W. 2, the corrupt 
practice provided under Section 123(7) is not established in 
this case because of the proviso to Section 123(7) of the 
Act. The proviso, which was added by the Amending Act 
40 of 1975, reads as follows : — 

“Provided that where any person, in the service of the 
Government and belonging to any of the classes 
aforesaid, in the discharge or purported discharge of 
his official duty, makes any arrangements or provides 
any facilities or does any other act or thing, for, 
to, or in relation to any candidate or his agent, or 
any other person acting with the consent of the can- 
didate or his election agent, (whether by reason of 
the office hold by the candidate or for any other 
reason), such arrangements, facilities or act or thing 
shall not be deemed to be assistance for the fur- 
therance of the prospects of that candidate’s 
election.’’ 

The argument advanced by the respondent on the basis of 
this proviso is as follows : P.W. 2 deposed that he had 
instructions from Delhi through the Headquarters at Trivan- 
drum that he must render assistance if any Minister desires 
to meet the Press. P.W. 2 as admitted by the petitioner, was, 
during the relevant period, the Press Advisor and the Press 
Censor, Ho is an officer of the Press Information Bureau. 
These aspects are not seriously disputed by the pelitioner. 
The evidence of P.W. 22 also may be referred to in this 
connection. P.W. 22 was asked whether arrangements had to 
be made if Ministers or Secretaries wanted to contact the 
Press. His answer was : "Ithu P.I. B yude Joliyanu. Angfne 
instructions ceude Aa instructionsnte adisthanathilanl niangal 
Ithinu sahakerichalhu”. 

From the evidence of some of the press representatives, who 
were examined in this case, as well as from the question put 
P.W. 23 to the respondent at the very beginning of the con- 
ference as to whether the conference was official or unofficial, 
it would appear that the reporters were under the impression 
that this was an official conference, P.W. 2 also deposed that 
he- gave information to the Press people on (he belief that 
it was an official conference. Itwould, therefore, appear 
that P.W. 2 invited certain Press reporters and he attended 
the conference on the basis that the conference is official 
and lhat they had instructions regarding the arrangements 
they are to make if a Minister wanted to contact (he Press. 
No record has been produced regarding the actual Instruction 
as such, but the evidence of P.W. 2 and P.W. 22 regarding 
the existence of such an instruction was never challenged by 
the petitioner. In the decision reported in Smt. Indira Nehru 
Gandhi v. Raj Narain (A.I.R. 1975 S.C. 2299), 
while considering the scope of the proviso to Section 123(7) 
of the Act, Khanna, J. (as he then was) held as follows : 

“There is nothing in the above proviso to confine the 
words “official duty" to duty imposed by statute. 
Official duty would include, not merely duties im- 
posed by statutes but also those which have to be 
carried out in pursuance of administrative instruc- 
tions.’’ 

Consequently, even if the instructions received by P.W, 2 
as a Press Advisor and Press Censor have no statutory basis, 
his conduct will squarely fall within the proviso to Section 
123(7) of the Act so long as it was his duty to make the 
arrangements for the Minister to contact the Press, if a 
Minister wanted it. It is not necessary to emphasise that 
the words used in the proviso are of the widest conceivable 
amplitude. The effect of the proviso is that any act done 
by the officers mentioned in sub-section (7) of Section 123 
and falling within the ambit of the proviso will not constitute 
an “assistance” for the purpose of Section 123(7) of the Act 
The only answer given by the learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner to this part of the respondent's case is that in the 
written statement no special reliance was placed on the proviso 
to Section 123(7) of the Act. I do not think that the omission 
to mention the proviso in the written statement debars the 
respondent from relying on the proviso. The petitioner has 
come forward with an allegation that a corrupt practice 
coming under Section 123(7) of the Act has been indulged in 
by the respondent. The proviso Is part of that section and 
consequently, it is for the petitioner to establish that all the 
ingredients of Section 123(7) inclusive of the limitations im- 
posed by the proviso have been proved beyond any doubt, 
to invalidate the election of the respondent on the basis of 
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Section 123(7) of the Act, I am inclined to accept this al- 
ternative contention a s well of the respondent and 1 hold 
that the petitioner has not succeeded in proving that the 
respondent procured or obtained the assistance of cither P.W. 
2 or P.W. 22 in the matter of covening the press conference 
that was held at the residence of the respondent at 10 AM. 
on 17-3-1977. 

B. Another gazetted officer, who is alleged to have assisted 
the respondent is P.W. 27, who was, at the relevant time, 
functioning as the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of 
Income-tax, Calicut, The averments regarding that allegation 
are set out in detail in paragraph VII (d) of the petition in 
the following terms : 

“The respondent temporarily occupied a house at Kozhi- 
kode belonging to one Hameed, an officer of the 
Income-Tax Department. This Hameed belonging 
to the religious community of the respondent. This 
Hameed, as far as the petitioner is aware, is a 
close friend of the Respondent was given this resi- 
dence by the said officer of the Income-tax Depart- 
ment to make it publicly known that the Income-tax 
Department is in favour of the Respondent. The 
petitioner is informed that certain officers of Income- 
tax Department at Kozhikode were putting pressure 
on assessees to vote for the Respondent at the in- 
stance of this Hameed." 

On a reading of the averments it would appear that two 
grounds arc taken. The first ground is that P.W. 27 per- 
mitted the respondent to occupy his house temporarily. The 
second aspect is the object with which such arrangement was 
entered into between P.W. 27 and the respondent. Regard- 
ing the object as well as the subsequent conduct alleged in 
sub-paragraph (d) viz,, that the respondent wanted to create 
an impression that the Income-tax Department was in favour 
of the respondent and that certain officers of the Income- 
Tax Department at Kozhikode were putting pressure on 
essessees to vote for the respondent at the instance of P.W. 
27, I may even at this stage, state that there is no evidence 
worth the name to suggest that the Income-tax Department 
was supporting the respondent. The allegation regarding the 
object can be summarily dispensed with. On stray item of 
evidence which has come remote connection with this allega- 
tion is that of P.W. 20, whose evidence I may discuss in de- 
tail when considering the first ground. 

Though is the petition it is alleged that P.W. 27 gave his 
house tor the occupation of the respondent, that case was 
given a go by at the time of evidence because the house did 
not belong to P.W. 27 as is clear from the evidence of P.W. 
10. At the time of the argument, it was not disputed by the 
learned counsel for the petitioner that the house belonged 
to P.W. 10. The fact that the respondent resided in the house 
belonging to P.W. 10 for about two months is not disputed by 
the respondent. The case put forward by the respondent 
regarding the occupation of that house is as follows ; Since 
he wasted a building at Calicut to reside in connection with 
his election, he requested some of his friends inclusive of 
one Pasha to arrange a building for him. One building sug- 
gested to him was not acceptable because it was siiuated far 
away, while the second building which was a two-storied 
structure was not acceptable because of the exhorbitant rent 
demanded. Pasha then pointed out the building belonging 
to P.W. 10. P.W. 10 deposed that one Pasha, who was his 
friend as well, approached him to ascertain whether any 
building belonging to P.W. 10 was vacant for the occupa- 
tion of the respondent, When P.W. 10 replied that house 
of his buildings are vacant, Pasha pointed out the building 
occupied by P.W. 27. P.W. 10 then said that if P.W. 27 
has no objection that building can be let out to the res- 
pondent. Pasha subsequently brought the key and the res- 
pondent paid rent for the month of February, i977. Though, 
there is no definite allegation in the petition, at the time ot 
evidence, P.W. 1 vaguely suggested that P.W. 27 and the 
respondent were living together in the same building. An 
equally vague version was given by P.W. 20 also. Since the 
evidence of P.W. 20 i$ relevant in connection with the other 
allegations, I may briefly consider his evidence even at this 
stage. P.W. 20 is a fish vender at Kozhikode. He deposed 
that the Tncome-tax people raided his residence and recovered 
certain account books. Ultimately, he was assessed to tax 
to the tune of Rs. 48,000, deposed that a clerk in the Educa- 
tion Department one day told him that Sub-Judge Prabhakaran 
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wanted to meeL P.W. 20. He thereupon went near a car 
which was parked on the road-side near his residence. Judge 
Prabhakaran took P.W. 20 to the building where the respon- 
dent was residing. When P.W. 20 waited there to see the 
respondent, the Judge came there with another person and 
they together went to another part of the building. The Judge 
is alleged lo have told the man whom he brought to render 
whatever assistance is possible to P.W. 20 in relation to his 
income-tax matters. Then P.W. 20 came to know that the 
other gentleman, who accompanied Judge Prabhakaran, waa 
P.W. 27. At that time, the respondent came to the house 
accompanied by certain other people inclusive of one P. P. 
U turner Koya. 1'he respondent is also alleged to have sought 
the assistance of P.W. 20. Thereafter, according to the wit- 
ness he was taken back to his residence in the car in which 
he came there. It is lo be noted that there is not even a 
vaguest hint of any such incident in the petition, it is 
difficult to presume that a judicial officer should have publicly 
taken this fish-vendor to the respondent's residence. P.W. 
20 admitted that the assessment was made only in February, 
1978 which is long after the election. To me, P.W. 20 ap- 
peared to be an unreliable witness and 1 have no hesitation 
to reject his testimony in its entirity. It was apparently in 
view of the vague nature of the evidence that at the time of 
argument, the petitioner did not pursue the allegation that 
the respondent and P.W. 27 were together residing in the 
building. Again, at the evidence stage what the peti- 
tioner attempted to prove was nol that he Income-tax people 
were attempted to be influenced, but that the residence was 
used as a place where election propaganda was carried on. 
The petition apparently does not contain any such allegation. 
P.W, 27 was declared hostile and cross-examined. There is 
nothing in his evidence to suggest that there was any sort 
of collaboration between him and the respondent. P.W. 27 
deposed that the concerned building was taken on rent by him 
as eariy as 1975, and that in the year 1976 he had to 
shift his permanent residence to his own native village, which 
is not far off from Calicut, due to the illness of one member 
of his family. According to him it was difficult to get a 
building at Calicut and it was because of that reason he never 
surrendered the building and continued to pay the rent even 
though he was not actually occupying the building except for 
a day or two in a month, when he had a camp at Calicut. 
He agreed to surrender possession of the building on the as- 
surance of P.W. 10 that the occupation of the respondent 
will be for a short period and that thereafter the building 
can again be occupied by P.W. 27. I do not find any reason 
to disbelieve P.W. 10 or P.W. 27 or the respondent as far as 
the transaclions in connection with the building are con- 
cerned. It would appear that there was no formal meeting 
as between P.W, 10, P.W. 27 and the respondent. The entire 
arrangement appears to have been made by Pasha, who con- 
tacted the concerned parties and finalised the taking of the 
building on rent. The argument advanced by the petitioner 
is that since there was a lease in favour of P.W. 27, which 
was not legally terminated, the accupation of the building by 
the respondent must necessarily lead to the inference that 
there was some sort of agreement between P.W. 27 and the 
respondent. It was also pointed out that in the written state- 
ment there was no pleading regarding the termination of the 
tenancy. I fail to understand how the ommission to mention 
the details regarding the tenancy arrangement between P.W. 
10 and P.W. 27 ; its termination and its recreation, should 
be pleaded and proved by the respondent in the matter df 
meeting the allegations contained in the petition. Equally un- 
tenable is the argument of the petitioner that a man in the 
position of the respondent, who was the Advocate General of 
the State, cannot be deemed to be ignorant of the provision* 
of the Rent Control Act. I think, these are imaginary argu- 
ments which have very little connection with the pleadings 
in the case. Regarding the nature of the tenancy, the indi- 
cations found from the evidence of P.W. 10 is that there was 
no written agreement between himself and P.W. 27. Jf that 
be so, the tenancy in favour of P.W. 27 could well be a 
tenancy at will which could be terminated at any time with- 
out any formality other than surrender. There is, thus, no 
acceptable evidence either direct or circumstantial lo prove 
that the occupation of the building by the respondent was in 
fact as a result of any previous collaborations between the 
respondent and P.W, 27. It could not, therfore, be said 
that the petitioner ha? succeeded in proving the allegations 
made in the petition regarding this aspect, and it is not for 
the respondent to answer all questions raised on the basis of 
certain stray items of evidence which emerged during the 
course of the trial. 
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The respondent has got an alternative contention that even 
if there was any sort of arrangements between the respondent 
on the one part and P.W. 27 on the other regarding the 
taking of the building belonging to P.W. 10 on rent, sub- 
section 7 of Section 123 of the Act is not attracted because 
at the time when the respondent took over the building, the 
respondent was not a ‘candidate” within the meaning of the 
Act. It admits of no doubt that to attract section 123(7) the 
respondent should have been a “candidate” at the time when 
he caught the assistance of P.W, 27 for securing the building. 
The expression candidate is defined in Section 79(b) of the 
Act, Section 79(b) as it originally stood was in the follow- 
ing terms : 

“(b) "candidate" means a person who has been or claims 
to have been duly nominated as a candidate at any 
election, and any such person shall be deemed to 
have been a candidate as from the time when, with 
the election in prospect, he began to hold himself out 
as a prospective candidate 

On an analysis of the aforesaid definition it could be seen 
that a person will be treated as a candidate under two con- 
tingencies ; viz,, (a) when he is duly nominated after sub- 
mitting the nomination paper or when he claims that he has 
been duly nominated, and (b) the holding out by a person 
that he is a prospective candidate when tho election was in 
prospect. Section 79(b) was amended by Section 7 of Act 
40 of 1975, and the new provision reads as follows ; — 

“ “candidate" means a person who has been or claims 
to have been duly nominated as a candidate at any 
election.” 

From the amended provisions it could be seen that the second 
category referred to above and provided for in Section 79(b) 
as it originally stood, has been deleted. In other words, after 
the amendment of Section 79(b) by Section 7 of Act 40 of 
1975, merely because a person holds himself out to be a pros- 
ective candidate when an election wag in prospect he cannot 
e deemed to be a "candidate” for the purpose of the Act, 
After the amendment of Section 79(b) a person can be deemd 
to be a ‘candidate 1 only after the filing of the nomination 
paper and not before that. The resulting position is that 
any of tho activities made mention of m Section 123(7) 
can apply to a person only if the person alleged to be guilty 
of such corrupt practice is a "candidate” as defined in Section 
79(b). It is not disputed that the respondent filed his nomina- 
tion only on 16-2-1977, P.W. 10 deposed that the respon- 
dent paid rent for two months. The respondent deposed that 
he went and saw the building on the 14th or the 15th of 
February, 1977, the key was handed over and he began to 
occupy the building on 15th of February, 1977 after paying 
the rent for that month. In her re-examination P-W- 1. the 
petitioner, deposed that P.W. 10 showed her the counterfoils 
of two receipts issued by P.W. 10 in favour of the respon- 
dent. She deposed that : 

“Pinneedu 15-2-77 nu Dr, Syed Mohemmedj nodu Rs. 250 
vadaka vasgicha recepit No. 2469 Kandu" 

and that fully corroborates the evidence of the respondent. 
If the respondent had paid the rent and began to occupy 
the building on the 15th of Feb. 1977, the arrangements 
must necessarily be previous to the actual occupation. At 
any rate. It can never be subsequent to 15-2-1977. It Is also 
not without significance that the respondent paid the rent 
for the entire month of February and this Is corroborated by 
the evidence of P.W. 10. It is, thus, clear that the respon- 
dent occupied the building before he filed the nomination 
paper and thus before becoming a candidate within the mean- 
ing of Section 79(b) of the Act. The only answer which the 
petitioner attempted to offer regarding this aspect is that 
actually physical occupation of the building might have been 
later and that at any rate, the tenancy which existed between 
P.W. 10 and P.W. 27 was never terminated. I think, there 
is no scope for any such surmise and regarding the termina- 
tion of the tenancy, I have already explained the position. 
Thus, even if the petitioner’s case regarding any arrangement 
between P.W, 27 and the respondent is accepted, the corrupt 
practice as defined in Section 123(7) of the Act cannot be 
attributed to It, for the simple reason that the arrangement 
for taking the disputed building on rent was made before 
the respondent became a candidate within the meaning of 
the Act. The allegation regarding the assistance procured or 
obtained by the respondent from P.W. 27 has only to be 
rejected. 


C. Paragraph VII (c) of the petition sets out the allegation 
regarding the activities of P.W. 26, who was the Additional 
Private Secretary of the respondent when the latter was a 
Minister. The allegations contained in Paragraph Vil(e) are 
as follows : 

“(e) A Private Secretary of the respondent by name Sri 
Soman was actively canvassing votes for the res- 
pondent, presumably with the consent and knowledge 
of the respondent. This Soman belong to the 
Ezhava community. He was seen canvassing vote 
in the neighbourhood of Sree Kanteswara Temple. 
Kozhikode during the festival at the said temple." 

The evert act alleged as against P.W. 26 is that he canvassed 
votes in the neighbourhood of Sree Kanteswara Temple, Kozhi- 
kode during the "utsavam" festival in that temple. Apart 
from the interested evidence of the petitioner as P.W. 1, 
the other witnesses examined in the case to prove the allega- 
tion are; P.W. 11, P.W. 12 and P.W. 21. These witnesses 
deposed that during the “utsavam” festival of the templo 
P.W. 26 went to the temple and secured the assistance of 
some of the members of the temple committee. The particular 
assistance sought for by P.W. 26 and spoken to by the wit- 
nesses was that P.W. 26 wanted to collect the names of the 
prominent members of the locality whom the respondent 
should contact for securing votes. The evidence of P.W. 11, 
P.W. 12 and P.W. 21 did not impress me much. On the other 
hand, there is one vital circumstance which knocks off the 
bottom of the petitioner’s case in this respect. The aver- 
ment in the petition as well as the evidence of P.W. 11, P.W. 
12 and P.W. 21 is to the effect that P.W. 26 went to the 
temple when the "utsavam” ceremony was going on in the 
temple. It has come out from the evidence in the case tho 
“utsavam” ceremony commenced on the 10th February, 1977 
and ended on the 16th February 1977. P.W. 26 is alleged 
to have sought the assistance of the office bearers of the 
temple committee some 3 or 4 days after the commencement 
of the ceremony. So, the alleged canvassing must have taken 
place sometime on the 13th or the 14th February, 1977. What 
is prohibited by Section 123(7) of the Act Is the procuring 
or obtaining, etc. of the assistance of the officers mentioned 
in that section by the “candidate”. The respondent submitted 
his nomination on 16-2-1977 and'I have already dealt with 
the scope of Section 79(b) earlier. On the grounds stated in 
that connection, it hag to be held that with respect to the 
activities of P.W. 26 also. Section 123(7) is not attracted since 
the respondent was not a “candidate” when P.W, 26 canvassed 
assistance of certain office bearers of the temple committee 
during the festival of the temple. I may in this connection 
also point out that P.W. 26 definitely denied the alleged acts 
attributed to him In the petition as well as in the evidence 
adduced by P.W. 11, P.W. 12 and P.W. 21. I have no 
hesitation to hold that the petitioner has not succeeded In 
proving the corrupt practice alleged in paragraph VII(e) 
of the petition. 

D. The remaining officer named in the election petition is 
Sri Lakshmana, who was then working as the District Superin- 
tendent of Police at Calicut. That officer was not examined 
in this case. Apart from making a bald suggestion to the 
respondent when he was examined as R.W. 3, there is no 
evidence worth the name to show that the respondent sought 
the assistance of the police officer in furthering his election 
prospects. That allegation also must fail. 

E. The election petition contains certain other allegations 
of corrupt practices, which may be briefly examined. In 
paragraph VII(c) of the petition it is alleged that during the 
course of the election campaign, tribal people (scheduled 
tribes) mostly residing at Wynad were arrested on 18-3-1977 
and that those arrests were made to prevent those people 
from voting on the alleged apprehension that they will be 
voting for the petitioner. At the evidence stage the peti- 
tioner practically developed a different case. Apart from 
the evidence of the petitioner as P.W, 1. four other persona 
were examined as P.W, 6, P.W. 7, P.W. 8 and P.W. 9. P.W. 
6 contested as a candidate of Janatha party from the Sultan 
Batery Assembly Constituency, which was a segment of the 
Kozhikode Parliamentary Constituency. He deposed that cer- 
tain Adivasees were lathi-charged by the Sub Inspector of 
Police at Ambalavayal. Ext. PS Is a copy of the telegram 
which he is alleged to have sent to the District Collector, 
He deposed that a Drama of Adivasees was arranged to be 
conducted on the 18th evening and that many Adivasees 
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gathered there to witness that Drama. Then, according to 
P.W, 6, at the instance of the workers of the congress can- 
didate in that area a police party headed by the S.l. ot 
Police, Ambalavayal belaboured many of the adivasees even 
before the Drama started. He admitted that he was not 
present at the time of lathi charge and he deposed : 

“Ennadu lathi chargtncppatti vannu paranjafhu aaranennu 
parayan pattilla”. 

Regarding Ext. P8 he deposed that he does not know who 
wrote Ext. P8, He does not know whether there was any 
religious function of the Adivasees on the 18 f h March, 1977. 
He did not receive any information that the Adivasees were 
lathi charged in connection with a religious function and he 
admitted that he did not send any telegram on that basis. 
Ext. P8, as is evident from the record itself cannot be taken 
as a genuine document. It purports to be a copy of the 
telegram sent to the District Collector, Kozhikode and beneath 
the portion to be tclegranhed there is the writing “Join! Scre- 
tarv, Wvnad Adivasee Sanghnm". P.W. 6 is alleged to be that 
Joint Secretary, The word “Joint Secretary, Wynad Adlvased 
Sangham” are written in English. The signature also is In 
English. P.W. 6 deposed that he does not know English and 
that at best he can only write his name In English. Ext. P8 
does not bear any date. What is written in Ext, P8 Is “Religious 
Function of tribes Chulliyot— Police severely interrupted lathi 
charged”. So, if one is to go by Ext. P8 there was a lathi 
charge in connection with a religious function. Ext. P8 does 
not make mention of any Drama. But, in the witness box what 
P.W. 7 mentioned was that Adivasees were lathi charged when 
they went to witness a Drama called “Kurathi Natakam” 
(Kurathi Nadakam), The other witness also repeated that 
story, P.W, 7 further deposed that : 

“Lalhicharge cheyyunncthu njan Kandittilla". 

So his evidence also is worthless, P.W. 8 deposed : 

"Ampalavayalile S. J. yum partyum vannu vannu pidikkan 
nadakam Kalikayanonnum paranju adlchu". 

He further added : 

“Vottu pidikkan nadilla eannu appol aarun parontilla. 
Annu Koodiyovaril polo roshtriye Kokshikkor 
Gndayirunnu". 

P.W. 8 also added that he did not know, who all voted the 
next day. P.W, 9 is yet another witne-s who was cited to 
prove the alleged lathi charge at Chulliyot. He also 
deposed : 

“Nadakathil pala rashtriya Kokshikkor Koodi. Ellavareyum 
adichu". 

From the oral evidence of the aforesaid witness It would, 
therefore, appear that the police, according to those witnesses, 
used force against the people who gathered to witness a 
drama. Ext. P8 on the other hand is to the effect that the 
lathi charge was in relation to a religious function. None 
of these facte are alleged in the petition, wherein the case 
put forward by the petitioner is that many of the Adivasees 
were arrested. That anart there is (he other significant factor 
that there la no evidence worth the name to Indicate that 
the respondent had anything to do with those incidents. On 
the other hand, the evidence of P.W. 8 and P.W. 9 would 
show that the nrople, who gathered here and avnlnst whom 
the polire used force, belonged to different political parties 
and that all were indiscriminately beaterr Anart from the 
fact that there is no averment or allegation in the nctfttnn 
regarding any lathi charge of the adivasees, even if the lathi 
charge alleged was true, there is nothing in this case 
to show that the aforesaid Incident, had anything to do with 
the election of the respondent, The allegation contained in 
paragraph VII(e) of the petition has not been proved. 

F, Another corrupt practice alleced Ip the petition Is re- 
garding the use of a vehicle for transporting voters to and 
from the polling stations. The concerned provision In Section 
123(5) of the Act, which is in the following terms : 

“123(51 The hiring or procuring, whether on payment or 
otherwise, of anv vehicle or vessel bv a candidate 
or his agent or bv anv o'bcr person fwith the con- 
sent of a candidate or his election ageptl. for the 
xae ot such vehicle or vessel for the free conveyance) 


of any elector (other than the candidate himself, the 
members of his family or his agent) to or from any 
polling provided under section 25 or a place fixed 
under sub-section (1) of Section 29 for the Poll.” 

The specific instance pointed out in Paragraph Vll(f) of the 
petition is that the Regional Transport Officer, Kozhikode 
caused a Van No. KLR 1999 belonging to one Sri Appu to 
be utilised for the election propaganda of the respondent and 
also for transporting electors/voters to and from the polling 
stations (other than the candidate or the members of his 
family), Neither Sri. Appu nor the Regional Transport Officer, 
was examined. Apart from the interested testimony of P.W. 
1, this allegation is sought to be proved by the evidence of 
P.W. 13, P.W. 16 and P.W. 17. P.W. 15 deposed that a Van 
bearing No. KLR 1999 owned by one Appu was driven 
by him. According to him Appu initially told him that the 
vehicle will not be running for election purposes ; but on 
the day previous to the election, he was summoned by Appu 
to take the vehicle to the residence of the respondent. He 
himself had to vote at another place, which was some 4 
miles away from the place where the van was stationed. 
According to him he went to vote in an auto-rilcshaw arrang- 
ed by the people of the. respondent and casted his vote, He 
was paid Rs. 25. He does not know whether a trip sheet 
is to be maintained for a public carrier. He does not know 
whether any hire charge was paid for the vehicle. There 
is no record to show that this vehicle was used on that day. 
He deposed that he has never told the petitioner about this 
incident. He would also add : 

“Harjikkarikku election kelathu work chcythirunnavar 
aareyum eanikku ariyile”. 

A question may then naturally be asked as to how then this 
witness was picked up by the petitioner as the person who 
drove the alleged van. P.W. 15 appears to be a casual wit- 
ness and no reliance can be placed on his testimony. P.W. 16 
-is an auto-rikshaw driver. His version is that after having 
cast his vote at Ramakrishna Mission High School Booth, 
when he came out he saw a van K.L.R. 1999. According 
to him the vehicle was cohered with the posters containing 
Indira Gandhi’s photos. There were about 10 to 25 people 
including muslim females, According to him, those people 
went to the polling booth, voted and went back in the same 
vehicle. In the cross-examination he admitted that he does 
not know any one of the persons who were In that vehicle. 
He was specifically asked ; 

"Avare aareyenkilum prathekichhu nerittu kasdu uanne- 
thoso 7” 

Ans : — Eanikkariyilla. 

According to him he waited for two to three quarters of 
an hour in the school because he wanted to know whether 
the people who came in that vehicle were going hack in the 
same vehicle. He was then asked why he was so particularly 
interested In that vehicle. He answered that ho aid not seo 
the other parties taking votors and by seeing Indira Gandhi’s 
photos he understood that that vehicle was being used by the 
people belonging to that party. He was then asked why 
he was very particular about watching the various persons who 
came there to cast their votes. The witness did not answer 
to that question. I am not prepared to place reliance on 
the evidence of this witness also. P.W. 17 is another voter. 
When he was returning after voting he saw a van covered 
with the posters bearing Indira Gandhi’s photos. The vehicle 
contained muslim males and females about twenty. He was 
then asked whether he had any idea about, the people alleged 
to have come in the vehicle and also whether they wanted 
to vote for the parliament, or for the assembly or for any 
particular candidate. He answered : 

"Arinin kooda” 

He too appears to be a casual witness. Yet another aspect 
to be noted is that there is nothing in the evidence of these 
witnesses to suggest that the resnondent or his election agent 
hnd anyhing to do with that vehicle. The evidence on record 
is. thus, wholly insufficient to prove the allegation contained 
in paragraph VJI(f) of the petition, 

6. Sub-paragraph- (g) and (b) of paragraph VII of the 
petition allege that during the election campaign and election 
speeches the respondent and his agents made appeals to the 
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public to refrain from voting for the petitioner on the ground 
that the respondent belongs to a religious minority. Speeches 
are also alleged to have been made with an attempt to promote 
feelings of enmity and hatred among voters on grounds of 
religion, caste and community. It Is also alleged that many of 
the speeches made by the respondent and also his supporters 
were appeals made on the basis of religion and caste, and 
that the respondent and his supporters deliberately interfer- 
ed with communal harmony. From a reading of sub-para- 
graphs (c) and (h) of paragraph Vfl of the petition it could 
be seen that the allegations contained therein lack in essen- 
tial details and that the contention of the respondent that 
the petitioner has not complied with the provisions of Section 
83(b) of the Act is well-founded. Apart from making a 
bold allegation regarding the speeches, the petition does not 
alleged the place of the speech, the date of the speech, the 
people who rendered the speech and the actual expressions 
used in that speech, to examine whether section 123(3) and 
(3)(a) of the Act can be applied. It was only at the evi- 
dence stage that the petitioner thought of bringing out cer- 
tain details regarding these allegations. Apart from the evi- 
dence of the petitioner, the witnesses examined in connection 
with the aforesaid allegation are P.W. 17, P.W. 23 and P.W. 
24. I have already referred to the evidence of P.W. 17 in 
connection with the allegation regarding the use of a vehicle 
by the respondent and found unacceptable. P.W. 17 deposed 
that he attended a meeting held at 8 p.m. in the Sarooothiri 
Kovilakam compound, wherein he heard the respondent mak- 
ing a speech to the effect that Janatha is Jana Sangh and 
that 75 per cent of it is yellow and it was against the minori- 
ties especially muslims. In the cross-examination he admitted 
that he does not remember the date. According to him many 
people attended the meeting and he deposed that he does 
not know people belonging to which all political parties were 
present there. He further deposed that he had attended other 
meeting* convened by the petitioner and that he does not 
remember about the speeches made in those meetings. He 
deposed that he has never told the petitioner about these 
matters. He admitted that he has not seen any worker of 
the petitioner in the meeting addressed by the respondent. 
No reliance can be placed upon the testimony of this witness. 
P.W. 23 Is a rnuslim female. She deposed that the respondent 
and his people told that the petitioner is supported by Jana- 
sangh and that if votes are given to the petitioner it will 
bo against the interests of the Muslims, there school and mos- 
ques. This witness was shown a photo of a dilapidated building 
which was characterised as (he demolished Tellicherry mosque: 
P.W. 23 was not included in the witness list nor was she 
summoned by the Court. She admitted that she has got 
husband and children, and if it is so, it is not likely that 
this women should have been contacted by the respondent and 
his people Instead of her husband, She deposed that she 
did not receive any summons from the court and that some- 
body told her children and it was hearing that conversation 
that she came to the Court to give evidence, To say the 
least, the evidence of this witness is most unconvincing and 
she is only a hired witness. P. W. 24 is another rnuslim 
female. She deposed that the wife of the respondent and 
another Usman Koya came to her house and told her that 
their religion, mosques and schools will not be there, if they 
vote for the petitioner. She deposed that her husband told 
her about the case before the Court and asked her to come 
to the Court and hence she carte. P.W. 24 too is a hired 
witness. That apart, as already referred to, in the pleadings, 
viz., sub-paragraphs (g) and (h) of Paragraph VII of the peti- 
tion. the allegation that speeches were made oy the res- 
pondent and his supporters on the basis of religion, caste 
and community. P.W, 23 and P.W. 24 do not denose to 
have heard any speech. The resulting position is that the 
allegations made in the petition based on Section 123(3) and 
(3)(a) of the Act must be held as not proved. 

7. The petitioner has not also omitted to ahene certain 
facts falling under sub-section (1) of Section 123 of the Act. 
In sub-paragraph (k) of Paragraph VII of the petition, it Is 
stated that according to the Information of the petitioner, 
the respondent or his supporters attempted to procure votes 
by bribery that is to sav bv distribution of clothes, medicine, 
money and sweets to Adivasis and other illiteraf- voters. 
Practically not even an attempt has been made to adduce any 
evidence in support of that allegation. This allegation too 
Is abenhitelv unfounded and T have no hesitation to hold 
that this allegation also has not been proved. 

8, Imh No. 3.— The petitioner has alleged certain mal- 
practices concerning the conduct of the election. 


A. In paragraph VII (j) of the petition it is alleged that 
ballot papers were printed in private presses such as Norman 
Press and Kalpake Press and that such printing of ballot 
papers in private presses is against the direction given by 
the Election Commission of India for printing of ballot 
papers. P.W. 13 is the Deputy Collector, Kozhikode. He 
deposed that he received a complaint regarding the printing 
of specimen ballot papers in Kalpake Printers and tbe cur- 
rent file relating to that matter was produced before Court and 
it was marked as Ex, P9. It appears that a case was regis- 
tered against the Kalpake Printers for violation of Section 127 
of (he Act. He further deposed that later on, the proceedings 
against the press were dropped. The fact that specimen 
ballot papers were printed by the respondent in Kalpake 
Printers is submitted by R.W. 3. The learned counsel for 
the petitioner was not in a position to inform me which rule 
has been violated. That apart, there is no evidence worth 
the same to indicate that those specimen ballot papers printed 
at the instance of the respondent were actually used for the 
polling of votes. The petitioner has not succeeded in showing 
that the aforesaid act even If not in conformity with law, 
has materially affected the results of the election for the 
purpose of Section 100 of the Act. 

P.W, 18 is the Manager of the Norman Press, Kozhikode. 
The press is owned by 5 partners and he deposed that as per 
the written order of the District Collector, Kozhikode ballot 
papers were printed in the press. 2,400 ballot papers were 
printed for the Badagara segment of the Parliament consti- 
tuency, 1,300 ballot papers for the Calicut segment and 
280 ballot papers for the Ballisscry segment. He deposed 
that it was under the supervision of the police that the print- 
ing was done and that the authorities concerned took back 
the papers immediately after the printing. There Is no sug- 
gestion in the evidence adduced in the case that the respon- 
dent was responsible for the printing of tbe ballot papers in 
the Norman Press. With respect to these ballot papers also 
the petitioner has not succeded in showing that any rule as 
such has been violated or that Jhe results of the election 
were materially affected. 

B. In paragraph IX of the petition it is averred that during 
the course of counting of votes it was discovered that papers 
used for recording votes for Lok Sabha differed in material 
and colour of the papers. One Instance was pointed out by 
an officer engaged in counting in relation to Ballissery cons- 
tituency, According to the petitioner that leads to the neces- 
sary inference that spurious ballot papers were utilised for 
the purpose of voting in the parliamentary constituency. Here 
again, apart from the interested testimony ot P.W. 1, the 
only other evidence Is that of P.W. 19, P.W. 19 was the 
counting agent of the petitioner In the counting centres at 
Quilandy High School. During the course of the counting 
a difference was noted in the matter of one ballot paper. He 
deposed that the counting officer noted that regarding one 
ballot paper it was thinner than the paper used for the other 
ballot papers. According to him, his objection was overruled 
on the ground that the agent can only Inspect whether ballot 
papers bearing the seal were misplaced. He further deposed 
that : 

“Atharam Kadalassukal plnneyam Kandu. Ealhra cannam 
undaylrunnennariyiua'*. 

He repeated that the difference in the ballot papers consists 
in the thickness of the paper. He admitted that he is a 
supporter of Janatha Party and that he actively campaigned 
for the petitioner. He does not know the name or any other 
articular about the officer, who is alleged to have shown 
im that one ballot paper was thinner. He had not men- 
tioned about this matter to anybody other than the candidate. 
He admitted that the petitioner's election agent was present 
in the counting ball and that he never told the election agent 
about this matter. T am not in the least impressed by the 
testimony of this witness. That apart, the evidence is incon- 
clusive in the sense that the witness is not in a position to say 
how many of such spurious ballot papers were detected bv 
him for the purpose of ascertaining whether the results of 
the election were materially affected. I have no hesitation 
to hold that there Is no substance whatsoever in the aforesaid 
allegation of the petitioner. 

C. In paragraph X of the petition the petitioner alleges 
as follows : 

“Counting was not properly done. Tbe counting officers 
acted in a hurry preventing counting agents of the 
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petitioner from taking notice of rejection of valid 
votes in favour of the petitioner ; (c) unholy haste 
was shown by the counting officers ; and (d) disallow- 
ing proper checking by the counting agent of the 
petitioner.” 

Slune of the counting officers were examined. The solitary 
tern of evidence in this respect is the deposition of P.W. 1. 
Her knowledge is based upon the information supplied to 
ier by her workers. That apart, the petitioner has not 
succeeded in proving that the alleged irregularity has mate- 
rially affected the results of the election. The allegation 
h paragraph X of the petition also has not been proved. 

9. Issue Nu. 4. — From the foregoing discussion, it could 
3c found that the petitioner has not succeeded in proving 
any one of the grounds alleged in the petition for invalidating 
:he election of the respondent. The petitioner is therefore not 
entitled any of the reliefs prayed for in this petition. I am 
simultaneously passing an order tinder Section 99 of the 
Act. 

In the result, this election petition is dismissed with costs. 
The Advocate’s fee is fixed as Rs. 1,000, 

The office will communicate a substance of this judgment 
to the Election Commission and to the Speaker of the Lok 
5abha, and it shall also send an authenticated copy of the 
judgment as soon as it is ready to the Election Commission 
as provided in Section 103 of the Act. 

Sd/- N. D. P. NAMBOODIRIPAD, Judge. 

4th July, 1978. 

APPENDIX 

Petitioner’s Witnesses 

P.W. 1 Smt. M, Kamalam (Petitioner! 

P.W. 2 Sri M. R. Velappan 

P.W. 3 Sri Isaac Arakkal (Malayala Manorama) 

P.W. 4 Sri S, Rengamani (Hindu) 

P.W. 5 Sri L, Subramoniam (Samachar) 

P.W. 6 Sri N. Vasu (Joint Secretary, Wynad Adivasi 
Sangham) 

P.W. 7 Sri Panam Narayanan 

P.W. 8 Sri Chanthau 

P.W. 9 Sri Arumugham 

P.W. 10 Sri Mohandas (Land lord) 

P.W. 11 Sri K. C. Padmanabhan (Sreekanteswaram Temple, 
Member) 

P.W. 12 Shri Narikunni Chandran (LIC-Member, do). 
P.W. 13 Sri U. Jayanarayanan (Dy, Collector) 

P.W. 14 Sri P. Chandrasekharan (News Reporter AIR) 

P.W. 15 Sri Joseph (driver) 

P.W. 16 Sri T. Vasudevan 

P.W. 17 Sri K. Velayudhan 

P.W. 18 Sri T. Vijayan (Norman Printing Press) 

P.W. 19 Sri A. Vasu 

P.W. 20 Sri T, Vasu (Business man) 

P.W. 21 Sri T. Sundaram (Head Clerk Sreekanteswaram 
Temple) 

P.W. 22 Sri Gopinath (Asstt, Press Advisor) 

P.W. 23 Smt. Kunhatbubi 

P.W. 24 Smt. Nabissa 

P.W. 25 Smt. Appukuttan (Deshabhimani) 

P.W. 26 Smt. N, Soman (Private Secretary) ICAR, 

P.W. 27 Sri K. Abdul Hameed (Inspecting Asstt. Com- 
missioner) 

Respondent's Witnesses : 

R.W. 1 Mmukoya 

RW. 2 N. P. Mohammed 

RW. 3 Dr, Syed Mohammed, 

Exhibits for the petitioner : 

Ext. Pi dated 18.3.77 Mathrubhooml daily 

.) P2 ,, “Malayala Manorama”daily 

*» P3 ,, “Chandrika”daily 

■< P4 „ “Deshabhimani” daily 


Ext. PJ dated 18-3-77 “League Times”daily 


»» 

P5(a) 

99 

— do — ■ 

>» 

P6 

*9 

“ Janayugam" tally 

»» 

P7 

99 

“P radeepam”daily 

»> 

P8 

t9 

Copy of Telegram sent to district 
Collector by PW6. 


P9 

Jt 

Flic produced l y Dy. Collector. 
(K.Dis. 33344,77). 

Ext. P9(a) 

dated 18.11.77 
(15 cf) 

Copy of Letter from Chief 
Electoral Officer addressed to 
Dy. Collector, Kozhikode 

tf 

P9(b) „ 

29.11.77 
(11 cf) 

Order of Dy. Collector 


P10 „ 

17.3,77 

Draft news prepared by PW14 
(A.I.R.) 

5* 

Pll 

19.3.77 

page 4 Voekshanam daily 


Exts. for the counter-petitioner 

Rt dated 18-3-77 Vide page 1 of Ext,P4 

Memo of costs to the respondent 
Stamp on Vakkalat Rs.5.00 

Stamp on petition Rs.6 

Witness batta to RW1 and 2 Rs. 182.00 

Advocate Fee Rs. 1000.0 

Total Rs.l 193.00 

Sd /- 

Assistant Registrar 
[No. 82/KL-HP/6/77] 
T. NAGARATHAM, Secy. 

fimTOiwr 

(TiitF* flnm) 

irffiteSfl', 4 SffiTcl 1978 

(rtwc) 

*(0 wr° 3081 — TOUT, (TTO’fT tffafim, 1961 ( 1 9 6 1 
5T 43 ) tfr srra to iff 3wrn (23«r)9iTr mm urftraatf gr 
mrPr ^ "wnrifr snjtr" «jf?v vt to htct ^ ugl'JKrf 

[W° 2459/UTo 1 96/ 1/7 7-PTo Wo (tf 1 )) 

tfRo SITOrt, VAT rffstA 
MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 4th August, 1978 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3081. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (23A) of section 10 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby specifics the 
profession ot “Materials Management” for the purpose of 
the said section. 

[No. 24J9/F. No. 16/1 /77-IT(AI)) 
M. SHASTRI, Under Secy. 

tjffc-'TW 

Tf 1 5 uf , 19 7 8 

((tpt-ft) 

VF trio 3082— tnt^fTITFT, tfo 2069 (Wo tfo 

203 / 1 46 / 77 -FTf £r t II), itrfta 12 - 12-1977 Irofoftm 
grrtfr ^ 

HT ttftnjsHT 1-4-77 & 31-3-79 iff *1 tpf nft tprfa 

% firq- 1 

IN Fftr^FTT 5- 1 0- 1 9 7 7 % 4-10-1979 nft 

xmfir % i 

hi 1 

[tfo 2291 (qST° 203/l46/77-FTf tjll)] 
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CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 15th May, 1978 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S O. 3082.— The Department of Revenue hereby amend 
the notification No. 2069 (F. No. 203/146/77 1TA. II) dated 
12-12-1977 as under : — 

FOR : 

This notification is effective for a period of two years 
from 1-4-1977 to 31-3-1979. 

READ : 

This notification is effective for a period of two years 
from 5-10-1977 to 4-10-1979. 

[No. 2291 F. No. 203/146/77-ITA II] 

fff faFPf, 27 Pp 1978 

«rra w 

w<> wr o 308 3 — pf ptu i t' j i •ft % ftp?,' fapr 
wat | fa fafap vnftprtft, ppfa, wntffa fafarpT 'tpjpmrp 

TfTTT f fhrpfafap PE4T PTP-4A fapp, 1962 % fapp 

6 ( ii ) % ptp pfer, ptp«f rr pfafppp, i 9 6 i pet 35 •r) pwet 
( 1 ) % (JF? (jj ) % JftfpfRt % faff fafarPT TPJPPTP % ifar 
if "tsirfoT puppet ppsp” pto % xrpFr fatpfafap wf or 
p^ptfop fapr ppfq;:- 

(i) p$ fa tfwr fafapff sejpptp m if twfcr pg- 

rrtT % fatr pitt Trfiirtff w f|PTP fw P t# i 

(ii) trg fa ptpt FrrfTir % for? tPET 3wfpp 
v-pEJTT pfg) fanrTWTTfr 4?) ffr ffrfw faPT'rfr pfar^ 
rit rRt 4tf is p£ <5*6 rfir sr^eff Jr pej;p 4ri7fl art 
tp spur % ftrff 5rferTfa?T faq; wf *fk Ptl gfarp 
fiptr PIT? I 

PT4T 

*rcffap wit ifffarCTr m ?Fr, tr^rf i 
p Rfa-fTir 24-4-1 978 it 23-4-1980 PPfr art *Ft 
Wpfa % fan PPTf) I l 

[ffo 2368 (Wo tfo 203 / 74 / 7 8-MT^ £lU-II)] 

New Delhi, the 271h June, 1978 
(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 3083. — It is hereby notified for general information 
that the institution mentioned below has been approved by 
the Indian Council of Medical Research, the prescribed autho- 
rity for the purposes of clause (ii) of sub-section (1) of 
Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961, read with rule 6 (ii ) 
of the Income-tax Rules, 1962 under the category of “Scienti- 
fic Research Association” in the field of Medical Research, 
subject to the following conditions 

(i) That the institution will maintain a separate account 
of the sums received by it for scientific research in 
the field of medical research. 

(ii) That the institution will furnish annual returns of its 
scientific research activities to the Council for each 
financial year by 15th May each year at the latest 
In such form as may be laid down and intimated 
to them for this purpose. 

INSTITUTION 

ARAVIND EYE HOSPITAL OF GOVEL TRUST, 
MADURAI. 

This notification is effective for a period of two years from 
24-4-1978 to 23-4-1980. 

[No. 2366 (F. No. 203 /74/78-ITA -11)1 

pf i3 1978 

4EPW! 

Wo w° 3084 — tpSttrurcyniY pmrrfV ^ fat* 
fa4T TOT I fa pEPfafaff $?TTpF6 tPJPtJTP 'PPfaP *ff FTOfttf 


fafacPT SpprupT °fw j pf ftmpfY P PEN-v pfufimp, 196 1 

Tff snpr 3 5 •f! ■ ttetht ( 24 ? ) % srpHfaf % fa^ rffa fafafaR 

P4fff fair HF[Pffar fapT ff : — 

PiffEnr pppetet qmfap w pet "(fjRa dp) tropii #fp, 

TErmrpT, fafafp farrfr 
seppp” 

mfHTPPprf pv ^ryfawfiPlP pfrePPTP 

PPPEP, fafaWT PPPPR 

uFppriEU WlETfa 2 flf, 19 7 8 fa 3 pf P4? 

PPPlfpcTPEtp 7 33,000 P° (PtP 4IW StftP 

^rrrpmr ) 

345 yfarhspn W ptjptpp fipmfafap ppf 
gFTT' — 

(i) Pjt fa TTT-PT PF WPtftJET nfiElYfETT % faff BTfi TTfaiP) 

3w snpf w pt ^fintinpEr fiflnppw 

TEPPET fafatPT srP#ff,iT RETT^lfr, RRff IT P-P sPfif 

uEifr pp Jr Tijifr i 
•< 

(ii) ^ fa rtfpr Pcfor fafftp % faff up thm=pp tej- 

FUPT pfarffilRT ffr PTfan faTTfaht PfThP "fa Rfa 

P'f Et ft T5 1 5 cT4t pWt STgrr pfaifr 

aft w sETtwr fap fawffaf fan SErf wfa 
far( irpr | 

2Ff, 1978frcffaprf4fr TOtfa % fan 

RTITlft TF.'ff | 

ru ^Tfair'Trra- ptirmw faifaErr ippiHFT 

PfaTT^t, pit TP faPET ipt pfa^’fpT Po 5 60 (tiro P° 

203/67/73/PTo fpo foil), mf(W 15 TTErA, 1974 % WtffP 
PPPtfar fapr air ’JPT (t I 

[4o 240 1 (Wo rfo 20 3/42/ 78-PTPo polfoIII)] 

ato fro wrf, flfavHr 

Now Delhi, the 13th July, 1978 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 3084.~lt is hereby notified for general information 
that the following sciontrfic research programme has been 
approved for tho period specified below for the purposes of sub- 
section (2-A) of Section 35 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 by the 
Indian Council of Medical Research, New Delhi 

Name of the Scienliflc Research "Strokes in Young”— a 
Programme clinico* pathological, bio- 

chemical, radiological 
Study". 

To be undertaken by : Sir Hurkishondas Nurrotcm- 

das Hospital Medical 
P,esearch Society, Bombay. 

Duration of project : 3 years from 2nd May, 1978. 

Estimated Expenditure : Rs. 7,33,000/- (P.s. Seven lakhs 

thirty three thousands only). 

The approval for the above project will be subject to the 
following conditions 

(1) That (he institution will maintain a separate account 
of the amounts received and expenditure incurred for 
this research project as distinct from the other expen- 
diture of Sir Hurkishondas Nurrotomdas Hospital 
Medical Research Society, Bombay. 

(2) That the institution wifi furnish annual returns of this 
scientific research project to the Council for each 
financial year by 15th May each year tho latest in such 
form as may be laid down and intimated to them for 
this purpose, 

This notification will be effective for a period of 3 years 
from 2nd May, 1978, 
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Sir Hurkishondns Nurrotamdas Hospital Medical Research 
Society, Bombay stands approved by this Department’s noti- 
fication No, 560 (F. No. 203/67/73 JTA. II) dated the 15th 
February, 1974. 

[No. 2401 (F. No. 203/42/78-ITA. If)] 
.T. P. SHARMA, Dircclor 

(StfTO TORfirror) 

(Rfror strop) 

pR fcR), 6 WFJifT, 197 8 

TOo TO° 308S — 1 ffRjpfTO fTOTF ftnr*T Xlfafim, 1963 
( 1 963 TO to) 4% 91 7T 20 4% 779171 ( 1 ) 41 TO4 (*P ) % 
TOJFTrt it, %tRFt 77477 pH^JTTT tfifir yrfj(fT xftt filTOP 
fim sttt 10 irt >ft rorfij R tIttto tRA pt% 40 4737 70 

(toRTO 4T7tX 47%) R 25 R 27 SUfTO, 197 8 % pfTFT 100 

stHtstht 77 ^rrft firR toR prA srtRt 77 : totot R) 47 6 - 1/4 

(tot ®: ) srffpiTn mfint; fAtrffcr totR 1 1 fim A) top Tiftr 

% 1 0 UftlTRl RfOT TO 5TTFT RtoTP 7U AR TO XrfiTOTT g>TT I 

[tmt TT.'Ha 44 - 2/7 B-TT o 7ft o/J 
firArr totc, fARro 
(Department of Economic Affairs) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 6th October, 1978 

S.O. 3085.- — In pursuance of clause (a) of sub-section (1) 
of section 20 of the Agricultural Refinance & Development 
Corporation Act, 1963 (10 of 1963), the Central Government 
hereby Axes 6-1/4 per cent (six and one fourth per cent) per 
annum as the rate of interest payable on the bonds of 
Rs. 40 crores (Rupees forty crores) only to be issued at 
Rs. 100.00 per cent during the period 25th to 27th October, 
1978 with the right to retain subscription received upto 10 per 
cent in excess of the said amount, with a maturity period of 
10 years by the Agricultural Refinance & Development 
Corporation. 

[No. F, 14-2/78-ACJ 
DTNESH CHANDRA, Director 

Pf fapAL 17 W4TJ43, 1978 

TO° 30 86 — RtoITTV fa fit 'W fi wfijfTOR, 1949 (l949 

47 10 ) 9TTT 56 A TOP TfSP trri 5 3 517T TOP rtF’fTO'i 
47 srAfiT 417% |tT, Apftp 77477, TOTsftiT fopf RAl 4% fATOfrttT 
77 pTP[5T7T AfifTO 4T77t $ ftr 747 XtfitrfiFFT 4% 9TTT 9 % 77- 
77. fAfijTTOlTO 'Xtwrtfct RAp #41 fpfRRp, fimTOlTO 77, TOT 
Rftrg/777 % 747ftl7 RA 4ft PTffij % ITOR, 1980 741 4ft TOfp 
% fAp, TO RFTT 741 7T7 TOF 771 ^TOT TOET, fAA 

% TOPT?, TtTTTTOt TOT TTTTTe^ft UTVt 7 fRR 7$ TTTt 47 
Rgfez' Jr, 1 JTT#, 1 966 Tt ^ *jfR TOTOFt 4fi fflfTTT 7 I 1 

[TO7T 8-9/78-iTo rfto] 

New Delhi, the 17th October, 1978 

S.O. 3086. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949), the Central Government on the recommenda- 
tions of the Reserve Bank of India hereby declare that the 
provisions of Section 9 of the said Act shall not apply to 
the Vijayawada Co-operative Central Bank Ltd., Vijayawada in 
so far as they relate to its holding of certain non-banking 
assets viz. landed property acquired by it in Vempadu, Gola- 
palli and Maliavalli villages of the district prior to I March 
1966, in satisfaction of its claims for u period from the date 
of publication of this notification to 1 March 1980. 

[No. 8-9/78-AC1 

470 Hio 3087 — RAPTOR fAfTOTO pfAfTOP, 1 949 ( 1 949 TO 
] 0) 4% HITT 5 6 % 717 Tftp ETTTT 5 3 TOTO TOtT VtfTOPff TO 
TOFT 477) jfp, %sfpf 77477, TOTPfiT (TOP# RAt 4ft f«7itf74T 
77, 1 pretl rf ATTOTt 4T7tft ^ fin TOd 4tftl fiid *H 4% EiKT 9 % 
77TOT, 40'4iff^7 f«ft^'47 4?) v l4L(i4 %4T #4 • sflail Jrin 

711 GI/78 — -5 


77, T7 srfll^dl % PTTrftlFir ^17 4ft rnTFsT A 1 7T#, 1979 741 
4ft tKftr frorr, TO ¥tm TO TfT’JTiff TtgT TO TTOT TOET 
rt74‘f47r TfTTOTftnfr “AtTTJTO FkA tr f7fvp5T 7741 
if f4R 77 7T4T 4ft Tf$fe if, 1 7T4, 1 9 6 6 % 7itt 777714 
4ft tnfrm % t i 

fTf 0 8-9/7 8- 7o rfto] 

S.O. 3087.- — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949) the Central Government on the recommenda- 
tions of the Reserve Bank of India hereby declare that the 
provisions of Section 9 of the said Act shall not imply to 
the Srikakulam District Co-operative Central Bank Ltd., 
Srikakulam in so far as they relate to its holding of certain 
non-banking assets viz. landed properties acquired by it prior 
to 1 March 1966 in satisfaction of its claims in various villages 
in Srikakulam District for a period from the date of the 
publication of this notification to 1 March 1979. 

[No. 8-9/78-AC] 

47° 4TN 3088— ^rorfr firfmrtR rtftrfmrtT, 1949 (1949 
77 10 ) 4?T HTTT 56 TO4 Tftd tnTT 5 3 BTTT TTOT grfjffpff 
47 TOFT 47% gp, %7g)zr TT74T7, vrrTtfFT f74T4 ^'4 4) fTOlfTirr 
77 PTOfflTT sflTOrr TTrrfl I f4 TOP wfufPTO 4ft tnTT 9 % 
77PM %TOt7 f4f^47 4ft-4n77lTO fl’4 ffrfptx, %TOt7 77, 
TO XtftrgTOT 4 747fTO fr% 4% PTTtR %, 1 RR, 19 83 TO 4% 
xmfu % faR TO tfrttT TO P^t ?/Ft 4t^t TO XTOT TOET 
5 ® tT74f47 TfTrrmfTOt Wra[ %rot7 fist?r % fpfxRr ttmf R 
fTO 1 pi? 4T47 4ft TPjfe if 1 Rnf, 1906 R TORPT 

4ft BTTfTnt R | 1 

[RWTT-8~9/78-po Rto] 

S.O. 3088. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949) the Central Government on the recommenda- 
tions of the Reserve Bank of India hereby declare that the 
provisions of Section 9 of the said Act shall not apply to 
the Nellore District Co-operative Central Bank Ltd., Ncllore 
in so far as they relate to its holding of certain non-banking 
assets viz. landed properties acquired by it prior to 1 March 
1966 in satisfaction of claims in various villages in Nellore 
District for a period from the date of the publication of this 
notification to 1 March 1983, 

[No. 8-9/78-AC) 

7!T° WD 308 9— L4+T/i' fRfmrtPT SlferfATO, 1949 (l949 
47 10) 4ft tJTTr 56 % TOT 7fTO ETTCT 53 ffRT UTOT wf4TOt 
47 TOFT 47% P74T7, TOTOfR ferR 4t fRTilfTO 

77 pdeairt Rrom prrRt ^ fir top xrfitfuon 4 ft utti 9 % to- 
77, TOW 7%»r pfe TA-TOlAfTO R 4 firfR%7, ITOTTOT 77, TO 

xrffitpMMI 4 747fvFt ttR 4% PTRtnr R 1 TOP, 19 81 P4> 4% 
trofir % fwp to - Riot 74 fft Tfff Tfiji to’ totf ffatr 

%47raT7 R 574 ft PT45ft 77 t-TO 3096 47 sip 4% ^Rt •l(7 
4ft OTfolT R $ I 

[tott 8 - 9 / 78 -po R)o] 
ppo ifto 4trf, 4T47 Trfro 

S.O. 3089.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949) the Central Government on the recommenda- 
tions of the Reserve Bank of India hereby declare that the 
provisions of section 9 of the said Act shall not apply to the 
Andhra Pradesh State Co-operative Bank Ltd., Hyderabad in 
so far as they relate to its holding of open Land measuring 
3096 sq. yards situated at Putli Bowli in Hyderabad for a 
period from the date of publication of this notification to 
1 March, 1981. 

[No. 8-9/78-ACJ 
M. P. VARMA, Under Secy, 
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»TTTtfV*T $V 

RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 
New Delhi, the 12th October, 1978 

V |0 WTf 3090. — 'flTTrftiT fart fv wfsrFnW, 1934 tf WWT'V t 1078 % fofFlf 15 fft WW ^ % fair i^iSTt : 

S-O. 3090. -An Account pursuant to the RESERVE HANK OF TND1A ACT, 1934 for the week ended the 15th day of September, 1978 

ITf ftnmr 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 

vm wt mfFmt 

LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. ASSETS Rs. Rs. 


?fFrm From t vfi 

Noles held in the Ban kins 
Department . . . 20,41,18,000 

t(w Jr hte 

Notes in circulation . . 9230,26,92,000 


tsrrTT fTm ml v?r Ate 

Total Notes issued , , 9250,68,1 0,000 


alJr vr fmm fix ajfJm : 

Gold Coin and Bullion : 

(v) vrmr ir -mri fur 

(a) Held in India . . 214,21,78,000 

(tr) BTTT V ^157; 77JT 

F T 

(b) Hold outside India . — 

faWl srftmiffmt 

Foreign Securities , . 2245,32,65,000 

Total . . 2459,54,43,000 

Wt VT ftPFET 

Rupee Coin ... 30,94,84,000 

turn tmvn; ift r^rr 

Government of India Rupee 

Securities . , . 6760,18,83,000 

M fafoim fgnsr sfhr 
ni( i a'’4- i ra 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 

papers ... — 


$5T ^Tdlti 
Total Liabilities 


9250,68,10,000 


JtT VTfemt 
Total Assets 


9250,68,10,000 


f’BtT 2 3 -FTTH, 1978 W 0 3T JJAAT 

Dated the 23 rd day of August, 1978 F.S, KRISHNASWAMY, Dy. Governor 


is FcrmT:, 1978 vr tnTtfhr fWt tv v tltm Fnrm vofirtTm vr Pm mi 


STATEMENT OF THE AFFAIRS OF THE RESERVE BANK OF INDIA, BANKING DEPARTMENT 


AS ON TIIE 15TII SEPTEMBER, 1978 


LIABILITIES Rs. 

Capital Paid Up 5,00,00,000 


Reserve Fund ...... 150,00,00,000 

TI^hT ffr 'RptT (tN- 

wfm smfa) faff 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 

Operations) Fund ..... 610,00,00,000 


wilted! 

ASSETS 

frz 

Notes 

wuftwi 

Rupee Coin 

rpter iTPm 
Small Coin 

isrFft afh vpTV nt feff : — 

Bills Purchased and Discounted: — 

(v) Wr 

(a) Internal 


Rs. 

20,41,18.000 

4.07.000 

5.23.000 


44,43,69,000 
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^TTl 1 } 

TTT 

SfTftTTf 

LIABILITIES 

Rs, 

ASSISTS 

TNflT $M TFT (ftTTMTT) Mu 


(t?) MM 

Natiotial Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 


(b) External 

Fund 

195,00,00,000 

(*T) ^R<f7Kr ^sN Hi 

Tr^jtq- sfrrirfTO ttt (MtTirfrr ttYt) Mu 


(c) Government Treasury Bills 

National fndustrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 


Muff T TtJT JTtT sr'kirT’ 1 ' 

tions) Fund 

915,00,00,000 

Balances Held Abroad* 

son Ttftmf : — 



Deposits : — 


Investments** 

(T) TWM 


TFT aftr Mm : — 

(a) Government 


Loans and Advances to: — 

Mitr TTFTT 


trTTTT TT 

(i) Central Government . . . 

931,04,08,000 

(i) Central Government 

TNT UAhK 


TNT TTTTTl nft@ 

(ii) State Governments „ 

15,37,25,000 

(ii) State Governments'® 

(«r) % 


tft Mr Mm : — 

(b) Banks 


Loans and Advances to : — 



Mint «Ot 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks . 

1908,55,71,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks) 

tnt < -tr 


TNT trd <Frft 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

29,45,69,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Bankst) 

TNT TfTTU t*P 


furi vt 

(iii) Non-Schedulcd Slate Co-operative 


(iii) Others 

Banks » 

2,34,58,000 

Tfi^tr tfaTFT (tMfnM tMt) Mu t *sra>t. 

5FT#¥ 


Mm sflrfaM 

(iv) Other Banks .... 

2,29,03,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments front Na- 

(t) wm 


lional Agricultural Credit (Long Term opera- 

(c) Others 

1570,12,95,000 

tions) Fund 

YrMr 


(«P) TFT Mr Mm: — 

Bills Payable . , , 

192,98,22,000 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

XFT fTtlld 


TNT TTT4Tf 4?t 

Other Liabilities . . 

591,78,98,000 

(i) State Governments 


<rt 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 
%Mt ^frr^srur ^5fft <pt 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

iM qMm sflT Mnn Mm «fft 

(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Develop- 
ment Corporation 

(w) «Mfr njMRfff uM Y MNrt *f faM 
' (b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 

tnj)t ffb tft (MrfMTT) Mu n 

aflTMm 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
(tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

tnt uplift tub th t^t^Vt wftm 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 
Banks 

T tffiT MuMpT TFT StMt) 

Met ?f TFT, Mm afk faM 
Loans, Advances and Investments from Na- 
tional Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 


Rs. 

1345 . 92 . 12.000 

1651 . 70 . 46.000 

912 . 96 . 48.000 

1 19 . 14 . 42.000 

272 . 55 . 87.000 

351 . 46 . 25.000 
3 , 21 , 00,000 


110.91.82.000 
16,70,50,000 

215 , 80 , 00,000 

7 , 67 , 64,000 

132 . 12 . 35.000 
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RRlRTt) 

Rift 

arfttFTt 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 



(tf) fRRTR #RT ft) RfR ftp! StftrR 




(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 
Bank 

694,34,78,000 



(<s) fftRTO tft SRT wftf fftft RR wtftt/ 




fftsftrt ft fftRRT 




(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued 
by the Development Bank 




WR tufrTRT 

Other Assets 

1269,48,68,000 

Rhft 

Rupees 

7168,96,49,000 

Rhft 

Rupees 

7168,96,49,000 


nrprfaRt ott nk srmrfttR Jtlftijftrat unfair fi 
‘Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

grift ^nr sratfa) fftfft sflr ffteftfw ^ (CiMRoftta wfa) Ma Jr ft fftft Rft ftinr ’trrftrr Riff 1 1 

“Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial C redit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

t^TT^R Rtfft (ifftfRUftfa Wftr) fftfST & STTT t*FR tfk SlftTh RrTfftK Rg) f, TTW RTVRl ft) fftft Rft WRtft) WlRTfRR ttrrfhtT g I 
ruS Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

brrafftr *rfafftqrr ft) ttm 17 ( 4 ) (r) ft trtfpr w^fftrr RTfftsr ftftfft) ftPnft) fara) tt nfftff fwRR 2 , 76 , 00,000 wr RrrfftR I I 

+Includes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4) (c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

ipftr lipf (efNapT^fbr st#r) fftfa xftr Trsjfftr Rtfft Rpr (ft*rftrrw ) fftfa ft srrfr rpr ftYr xrftpr rnfftn R$f $ 1 
(■[Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund. 

fftfftt 20 fftrrRx, 1078 ft° $rari«nft, rt wfc 

Dated the 20th day of September 1978. K. S. KRISHNASWAMY, Dy. Governor 

[No. F. 10/1/78— BOI] 

R5[o XtTo 3091. — -flTTftftr fbTft for StfsrffttFT, 1934 ft ft 1978 ft fiFTtRT 22 fftcf'nfT ft) RUNT gft RFTTg ft fftft fttJT 

s o. 3091.— An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934 for the week ended the 22nd day of September, 1978, 

^ fftstTR 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


ftmrj trcft 

LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. 

ftfftR fftwr ft Rft Jft 

ftfj 

Notes held in the Banking 

Department 15,81,99,000 

ftxTtTRftftR 

Notes in circulation 9062,20,31,000 

srrO fftft rt gpr Rte 

Total Notes issued 9078,02,30,000 


XtTfftrnt Rtft R<rft 

ASSETS Rx. Rs. 

til*) RT RiaT, i RfftRR ’■ — 

Gold Coin and Bullion : — 

(Rt) RTCTft TRJT gWI 

(a) Held in India 214,21,78,000 

(RF) RFTCT ft TtSTT gW 

(b) Held outside India 
fftftft) Hffttjfftnf 

Foreign Securities 2293,32,65,000 

ftty 

Total 2509,54,43,000 

tnft RR fftRRR 

Rupee Coin 33,30,39,000 

STTTtf uCruC ft) RTRT 
Government of India Rupee 

Securities 6535,17,48,000 

ftft) fftffttra fftrt ftp: 


Total Liabilities 9078,02,30,000 


RTfvpnr-TR 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper 


Total Assets 


fftRtRt f 3 0 Rnt it, 1978 
Dated the 30th clay of August, 1978 


9078,02,30,000 

nrfr ° ft ) ° *isi c 
I.G. PATEL, Governor 
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22 1978 f?r <mnfPi fcmf 3OT « 4ffnr flnm % ftTfattm nt Pitot 

STATEMENT of THE AFFAIRS OF THE RESERVE BANK of INDIA, BANKING DEPARTMENT 

As on the 22nd September, 1978 


LIABILITIES 


Rs. 


nrfwqf 

ASSETS 


Rs. 


ijfOTT'jtft 

Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

wnftEr frftr 

Reserve Fund 

130,00,00,000 

TPs£Br jtfa not (iMfmfto srffa) Prftf 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Funds 

610,00,00,000 

ffa not (farfmOT) faftr 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund 

195,00,00,000 

trs^Pl afaftfrpp NOT (fnimfbT EPTfrr) 

r* rfl- 

Fntr 

National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund 

915,00,00,000 

aftrTTrfitprt : — 

Deposits : — 

(ft) tSTftrft 
(a) Government 

(i) Central Government 

1276,05,00,000 

TFHTOTLfrp! 

(ii) Slate Governments 

13,1 3/18,000 

(w) 4OT 
(b) Banks 

vpjgfaFt TiRiJii Jfrf 
(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

1965,55,73,000 

rm hunt?) 4OT 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

30,74,16,000 

Hr tott F^ftrft Hr 

(iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative 
Banks 

2,34,27,000 

tmr 4ft 
(iv) Other Banks 

1.68,35,000 

(f) WOT 
(c) Others 

1544,17,61,000 

4?r first 

Bill s Payable 

185,87,98,000 

ftOT 

Other Liabilities 

597,46,66.000 


Notes 

15,81,99,000 

44 4 ftr fttm 

Rupee Coin 

6,38,000 

WtLT ftfTT 

Small Coin 

5,71,000 

sfrt spit) ml Sot : — 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

(ft) Wt 
(a) Internal 

51,15,21,000 

(n) M# 

(b) External 


(*r) 8 tfii^l ta4lni Pot 
( c) Government Treasury Bills 

1684,72,51,000 

Wfff % LWT JNT fftlRT* 

Balaitces Held Abroad 

1639,18,43,000 

Investments 

940.67,43,000 

NOT stVtwftnr: — 

Loans and Advances to ; — 

4tt*fa BffnTftt 
(i) Central Government 


tm «Tftrti frt@ 

(ii) State Governments 

119,03,17,000 

NOT aftf wftfR '■ — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

f iPiwt 4Vt Tit 

(0 Scheduled Commercial Banks 

253,93,99,000 

tOT fVl ft)t 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

363,83,36,000 

ft) 

(iii) Others 

3,15,00,000 

ffa not (CPfftpflir spufa) ftflr ^ 
not, trfmr fo4fr 

Loans, Advances and Investment from Na- 
tional Agricultural Credit (Long Term Ope- 
rations) Fund 

(ft) NOT srftnr ; — 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

Trwr trtfTt) fft 
(i) State Governments 

110,91,81,000 

iHu 4‘si) ft) 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

16,60,30,000 

Nt 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks 


(iv) Agricultural Refinance and Develo pment 

Corporation 

215,80,00,000 
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LIABILITIES Rs. ASSETS 


(w) kffRr IjfiRRW #Rri % Mkf £f Et^T 7T 
(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 
Bank Debentures 7,67,64,000 

ti^Ir irpr ftfkq^rttr afk 

Rfqq 

Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 
tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

704 344 Tt 4£q aflr trftnr 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 

Banks 131,67,68,000 

stWrPtrt qpq (qHqqtfRr spithr) 
fqfa *r 4tq, wftm ark fakr 

Loans, Advances and Investments from Na- 
tional Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

(v) famr fit fit qjq sftr xtfinr 

(a) Loans and Advances to tho Development 

Bank 697,09,98,000 

(rj ) fqqtm 34r Ri i ti rtt (l 14)4 4tl 41 sf/ 

frafrrtt if frtvr 

(b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued 

by the Development Banks — 

4't wrfeFrt 

Other Assets 1240,62,65,000 


44*1 

Rupees 7492,03,24,000 


4ml 

Rupees 7492,03,24,000 


* qqqr, RFtfEntt w sfk sR'PFFfFr srftnjftTRf yrtfqq f i 
Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities, 

** 4T4 (tftkfRfrr qqtfq) fhEr 3fk <i^4 afWfqr 4 €°t (ftknrftq qqk) kftt *1 W 49 ; fkitv snfjw 

4 $ 1 1 

Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial 

Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

@7T*3Rr «tfq (;MnqriFf 44#q) ftfa ?T 44?f qjq sfk qftFT UllftFT 4$ t, TF$ 7N4 BT"PKl IT W 44 WWtf) 

afrqrjfts qitqtr f i 

Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Lund, but including 
temporary overdrafts to State Governments- 

tRTFTtiT fLtk fq Wfqfqqq qtY tTTTT 17 (4) (4) % TORt R^pHct aif'Trq tk *1 fklfl feft 47 xrftm 4^ 

2,70,00,000 4T>1 tUTpRT f I 

Includos Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4)(c) of the Reserve 

Bank of India Act. 

tfTFjRr $fq s£q (ttHTTtfRr srqkr) ErEr 4k tt^Rt ffh 4F4 (EmIWoi ) fqfa ?r surt 4svr «rk wfaq ttnfhq nitt ? 1 

Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

ftprta 27 faTOan:, 1978 
n xted the 27th day of September, 1978 


^0 Prt o 41 jfi, '3444k 

K.s. KRISHNASWAMY, Dy. Governor. 

[No. F. 10/1/78-B.O.L] 
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New Delhi, the 12th October, 1978 

*To *tTo 3092 UTOfTtr fir WfsrfWT, 1934 % t^W *T 1978 % f^Tf^T 29ftT^Ct: ^"1 IFTTEI jjtr ^ fair %igT 

S.O. 3092— An Account pursuant to the Reserve Dank of India Act, 1934 for the week ended the 29th day of September, 1978 

t*I faRTH 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


^tranf wi 

LIABILITIES Rs. Rs. 


fatrnrA 59 ; ft 

Notes held in the Banking 

Department 56,12,71,000 

tDULT JfsfT 

Notes in circulation 8983,75,06,000 


mff ftT’TT 99T TR 

Total Notes issued 9039,87,77,000 


Ell Rum tplif t?9R 

ASSETS Rs. Rs. 


dW 99 Rmri 'tftf ; 

Gold Coin and Bullion : 

(9t) htot t wr pn 

(a) Held in India 214,21,78,000 

(*?) *TFA % Stf’-.TSTT $WT 

(b) Held outside India 

fa^vfr trfirwffm 

Foreign Securities 2295,32,65,000 


TflT 

Tolal 2509,54.43,000 


Rupee Coin 35,15,62,000 

•4PT OTR -ft tilRT ITfT^fcPTt 

Government of India 6495,17,72,000 

Rupee Securities 

44TT tHMH9 l dPI vTl ^Tl ,J l ■ra-'TSt 
Inlernal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper 


4 uni 9 

Total Liabilities 


9039,87,77,000 


ijt'9 - M i Rrl a 1 


Total Assets 


9039,87,77,000 


4 197 8 Iflo iRfo ITOJrTFrrrrt, 3T rpriT 

Dated the 4th dry of October, 1978 K. S- KRISHNASWAMY, Dy, Governor 


29 fTOtWR, 1978 Tt STRAIT frit# SNt % fTUFT % sfrptWT m fTTTT 

Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 29th September, 1978 


LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

strfem 

ASSETS 

TO 

Rs. 

SERF ’jiff 


rfT 


Capital Paid Up 

5,00,00,000 

Notes 

56,12,71,000 

RTTfSTI Rfftl 




Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 

Rupee Coin 

3,52,000 
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LIABILITIES 

Rs. 

rfar new (ThfTnfhT srmftr) fcfa ~ 

.. - 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund ..... 

610,00,00,000 

TPSjftT fffa t^Tir (fTTftTTTir) PrfST 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 
Fund ...... 

195,00,00,000 

TprjtatfhtftPrr tft (TBfTr#nP4#T) Prist 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund .... 

915.00,00,000 

TRTTTftPTt : — - 
Deposits : — 

(t) trtTTTT 
(a) Government 

(i) rrrTR 

(i) Central Government .... 

1089,66,35,000 

(ii) TFwr^ptrr? 

(ii) State Governments .... 

17,00,73,000 

(<a) 

(b) Banks 

(i) TTfaNT TT 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

1992,80,68,000 

(ii) tfht tflpfTfr 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

29,85,94,000 

( iii ) 'if-tr-jgfT'T Trot mprrfl t t 
( iii) Non-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

2,39,47,000 

(iv) 

(iv) Other Banks 

2,16,22,000 

(T) 5FT 

(c) Others 

1544,40,79,000 

SblfiFT 

Bills Payable 

182,05,12,000 

XF<T fcrtini 

Other Liabilities . ... 

797,51,12,000 


ASSETS Rs. 

uVr timr 

Small Coin 5,46,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 

(t) 

(a) Internal 56,70.41,000 

(t) 

(b) External ...... — 

(n) ^TOTtfr «3rnn ter 

(c) Government Treasury Bills . . . 1711,05,94,000 

faWt Jr 775T gXJT rtW" 

Balances Held Abroad* .... 1641,94.14,000 

Pm** 

Investments** ...... 979,71,57,000 

W rfn xrfww : — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) RTStpS 

(i) Central Government ... — 

(ii) Tmtrwrrf <t?t@ 

(ii) State Governments u) .... 55,62,00,000 

nyr xffa: wltnr ; — 

Loans and Advances to : — 

(i) Ttf'Tf'T 4>F J f «tftf 

(1) Scheduled Commercial Banksf . . 244,04,38,000 

(ii) Tlft 

(ii) State Co-operative Banksff , , . 377,38,60,000 

(iii) 

(iii) Others 3,88,00,000 

Ffa ^34 (tfHmpfEr sptft) ftfh if 
^yr, wfint tfK fkfor 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Agricultural Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund ..... 

(if) qjw wfim : — 

(a) Loans and Advances to 

(i) Tm *n3PTff 

(i) State Governments .... 110,51,83,000 

(ii) TDtf rmvrft fvf Tf 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks . . . 16,45,49,000 

(iii) %TtPr sjEnFtpa iqtf Tit 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Barks . . — 

(iv) stfr jtrfTTt xfir frTTtt Petr Tt 

(iv) Agricultural and Development Corporation 215,80,00,000 

(w) sjfwaT ^Tt T fWfrcf it Pr^tr 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage 

Bank Debentures ..... 7,67,64,000 
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wrftttirt 



LIABILITIES 

Rs, 


Rs. 

ASSETS 

Rs. 

Rs. 


• < r ^w gTr (feitflwr) faftr & xfrr *rftnr 
Loans and Advances from National Agricul- 


tural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 

rr^Tfr #<Ff iT rfrv xrftnr 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative 
Banks . . . . 132,77,27,000 

ftifcr?rAE«.,frttr8 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
Indu trial Credit (Long term Operations) Fund . 

(t) 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Development 

Bank 705,23,48,000 

(«) im faT ml ttW/Wfarrlr 

Jrfrmr 

(b) Investment in bonds/debenturcs Issued by 
the Development Bank ... 

tnfFT4t 

Other Assets . ... 1217,43,98,000 


Rupees .... 7532,86,42,000 Rupees .... 7532,86,42,000 


£(* swfr, niAftre wri «flr wiwfFT 5rfd«jftrat vnfim $ 1 

* Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

** tp^Ft yfa (ThfarrefFt sprtfr) Prftr Tfh vts^Ft tftaTfw tft (fhFPrcfrr sramt) fafh ir fat fT faforunflm 

*+ Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, 

© Tps*,tr rflr nyr mrfa) Prfvt % sto ^ tfiT ttftm inri^m tr^f & tw trtwRl WiT ttOTEft 

Wr<Kf ite wi i Th "i ^ i 

@ Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including 
temporary overdrafts to State Governments. 

t vrroftT fart afar wftrpFFT trra 17 ( 4 ) (o') % wfrr TTf^o tfVr Tl f^tf it wftnr fW’tf 

2,76,00,000 ^ VTTfiFT fl 

t Includes Rs. 2,76,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4)(c) of the 
Reserve Bank of India Act. 

IT TT^tr ipfa ^ijf (ifHbtrrcfFr jftTt) fTfa xfh (ft*rfrrOT) fafa ^ ’iot xiftm snf*M 1 1 

IT Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National 
Agricultural Credit Stabilisation) Fund. 

^ot^To frOJiRaiu?, sTT J i s 

K. $, KRISHNAFWAMY, Dy. Governor, 

*foTSTo 10/1/78 sffo«fto«riTf] 
(U.O. No. F10/1/78 BGI[ 

ST 0 A 0 tflr srtFrt, 5m flfTT 
C,W. Mirchandani Under Secy. 

f?FW 4 1978 


Dated the 4th day of October, 1978 
711 GI/78 — 6 
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*Tftnwr, smrfT* •rfr ffm *isrmtr 

29W<f^TT, 19 78 

VTo*fro 3093: — RCTT $ ftqfa sinTR % Iwq % ftlV 

qiwf ftqfq ^ <mftrfl ftk m tfk ftfknq % ew 
Rft % Ft't qrfaqq retr, ftqfa (qqTftkr ftqtm tfk ftTtsm) 
ftqq, i9S4 % f=m u % Rr-ftqq ( 2 ) tfr trormm, rpr 
qrvn: Trfiqzq qqpqq % rt^t tfqqT vr° vt° 2961 ^Tfksr, 

24 ErP^T, 1 977 ^ snpfa Rpm $ TEJfTff, VTq-2, W^-3 
REsfq (ii) qrfftr 24 f^rr^r, 1077 Sr Rqrrfiqq Ppt i|ir <r ; 

ttk rrw: 5r*nfkr $kr qftr *pft 'qfvtq'i k 
vp2t qqr qjnq 11 w$, 19 78 to ntff i)w «f; 

tfk TOT TTOT?r 3fqqr <P> 2 4 fafKqT, 1977 Tt 

ikt fkrr qqr *rr; 

Slk ’T-PTf it TIT RTeftrf rf*TT 'jwril TT CTOK ft 
8K ftn-JT 

TT:, VC %?#)q 7KVTT, ftqfa (wfipt fttfaPT wk ftTOWq) 

■’TPyrrkq-R-, 1963 ( 1963 22) iff UET 6 TRT RSTT Hlf'FWt 

vr qqkr *rn 7 t ^rr, fkrffr fiktOT Rk^ it qprrmrf vkr ^ twitt, 
tftpft 4 ? ti fir vkr % ftqfq retr % faVTR $ 

f*PT ik3T TRqr vrvm: w«tt riMEt ?h— - 

( 1 ) q? vfspjfkT vrjfl g; % tnro fkErfer it yr mfvtft 
ft km wk ftrrem * ntfft 

( 2 ) qr?q ftqfrr (ftrfrspq) ftm, 1 9 7 8 % vrrtt ftfrsm 
% wr< iff frrftifr ftkm vk firfferr % (iff stitt 
% w Sr ftrftfksr J rmfr | art ftrcrkr it ^ >7ff qTwrf 
iff ?rrj Rftr : 

(3) (it) Tmefft qr «krf rrt TR£q qr vTOrk^tq rirt 

iff; 

(sr) Air <nTOt 47 ftp fffqarTRir ftrftwf % rt ff 
ftqfa v?tf tttt qffftq off RFnff *Ct 3 ft fjnffff) 
?rraTcT-»fiTrf ff«T % rapet qr urnt) fqxrrq qr 
ffk qqqrftrrr ffri srrr qqRffftd t; vk 

(q) qq ftft^iqlf Tt, 3 ft (■rrjqqr (u) Sr 

qjft qft f 9 J rq ftrqft-qqrt irnr qPrqrqqqr 
fqftifilff ^7 ¥T Sr EfTfaq ftTR lit f fTqj ^ 
qrqqrf qft ktiTi qq *rjqtrq % qqkrq % ftrrr 
ftqfa ftktaqrrr qfkqj sm ftfrq ftqhmt ^ 
Trq jp;r q^rtfkr f ; 

r?^ qTWt ^ frrt RETT ftftrq’Sff % qq Sr WTiqfrr qq|t 

t; 

( 4 ) q-nk^tq 3qrqrr % ?krq ^ qrwt % ftufq qfr m 
qqr ^r ftrt R ft ft 4 qrqqt |t 3nr qqr ^Tq- fkrfq 
(qqrftkt fqrft'q *fk fqft'tpq ) trfqftqq, 1063 ( 19113 
qir 22 ) 3 ft trra 7 ^ qtfk qqiftq srftqrmt Sj- ir 

ft^ft qq: SlTT WTft ftrqT qqT ^q RTTrq «frr aqpq-q^ 

q ?rt ftr qr?qt qq qqq'q RR^t q^rfRifr ftikiir tfk 
ft'Itwq it Rqftq sftt q?t ’JTT Ttqr | qqr ftqfa 
kiq I 3T 73 t 7 Srqftq rtor jrt tr; uftfqqq 
q^t ski a % qtfrq jmq ^ftq qr fkfq rut 
I 


2 IR qrqq kt qftf ’k trq Rlk ^qrqf Tt 3RT, RH RT 
qrq qr=t gcrr qyftt k %, tP RfST HtriT q*rr 

wrorr %• ir wfqqr q ?t ftqiq kt «mj; ?kft 1 

3 . w trti'ir Sr, “qqq it iq S|r qr qmr %srqrrj vt 
ftqktq qrkr ^ fqir qr^qt Sr q^Ttt ^tft^ftf; ^rfflftq 
3ft ijrq ir qr fqsrft RRifrCr^Rtrirfamq'TftRrrftrqsrRT^fr, qfq 
qfrt ?>, ?WT ttiqt ?!T^q *fr RfSqftrq | 1 

4 . q^ rtSw TT 3 rq?r Sr wrqq ^r qrfftr 'Pr Ri|?r gkr 1 

[jo 6 ( 10 ) 75-fto ft 0 qst fto qo] 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
CIVIL SUPPLIES AND CO-OPERATION 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 29th October, 1978 

S.O. 3093.— Whereas for the development of the export 
trade of India certain proposals for subjecting Valves to 
quality control and inspection prior to export were published 
aa required by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Ruels, 1964, in the Gazette of India, 
Part II, Section 3, Sub section (ii) dated the 24th September, 
1977, under the order of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Commerce No. S. O, 2961 dated the 24th Sep- 
tember, 1977. 

And whereas objections and suggestions were invited till 
11th May, 1978, from all persons likely to be affected 
thereby; 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to the 
public on the 24th September, 1977. 

And whereas the objections and suggestions received from 
the public have been considered by the Government; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) the Central Government, alter 
consulting the Export Inspection Council, being of opinion 
that it is necessary and expedient so to do for the develop- 
ment of the export trade of India, hereby :— 

(1) notifies that Valves shall be subjected to quality 
control and inspection prior to export ; 

(2) specifies the type of inspection in accordance with 
the export of Valves (Inspection) Rules, 1978 as the 
type of quality control and inspection which shall 
be applied to such Valves prior to export; 

(3) recognises — 

(a) the Indian or any other National or International 
standards; 

(b) standards approved by a Ministry or Government 
Department or Public Utility Board of the 

importing country declared by the xporter ns the 
contractual specifications for such Valves; and 

(c) the specifications declared bv (he exporter as the 
contractual specifications which do not fall under 
clauses (a) and (b) above, but are approved by a 
Panel of Experts appointed by the Export Ins- 
pection Council for the purpose of examining 
and approving such standards. 

—as the standard specifications for such Valves; 

(4) prohibits the export, in the course of international 
trade of such Vnlves unless the same Is accompalned 
by a certificate issued by any of the Agencies estab- 
lished under section 7 of the Export (Quality Con- 
trol and Inspection 1 Act, 1963 122 of 1963) to the 
effect that the consignment of valves satisfies the 
conditions relating to its quality control and 
inspection and is evoorf-worfhv or affixed with a 
seal o r mark recognised bv the Central Government 
under section 8 of the said Act. 

2. Nothing in this order shall npplv to the export bv (and. 
sea or air of samples of valves no exceeding one number of 
each type and size to prospective buyers. 
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3. In this order, “Valve” me and a device being operated 
cither manually or by power, used in pipe lines of, regulating 
the flow of liquid, gas or steam and shall include the power 
actuating system, if any and also fire hydrants. 

4. This order shall come into force on the date of its 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

[No. 6(10) /75 El&TP] 


tt° *rr°3094. — i tor, fppfa (wfaft fatrom 44 t 
fpitorp) pWppp 1903 (1903 tt 22 ) 4r urn 1 7 vm 
PPTT pfpftt TT PPtP §P, fptpftrfarp farm PPTTft 

PPfff : — 

1 . 4ftr-P pip ppt vn?p — ( 1 ) tp fmnff TTpftop 

PTP PRPf TT fPPfff (fpftSTp) frw, 1978 | I 

( 2 ) if tw3 *1 pttpp 4 ft pt4ps 4t u^fft ?4 p 1 

2 . pfTPTPT ■. — ?p fppp't 4, pit pt fr 4 p4 4*eppt 

ppfwp p ift : — 

(t) 'wfsrfppp' 4 fpp% ( 44 (fail fppsrp rf4r fpiftm) 

TTfafPPP, 1963 ( 1 963 TT 22) Wfp%$; 

(w) ‘pfimp’ 4 wftrfPpp 4t trim 7 % ptflp 4N4 p, 
phtp, TPTPT, »fp4 ppt ft?44 4 FTifttr pfwrPT 
4 % 444 stfhwr pfpfor $ 1 

( 4 ) Vrer' 4 it*p, pp pt vt«p 4 pvt? 44 fppffm tt.p 
% hr? pt£t *rrrff if pppp 4ft 44f *jfw trfppp 

f 44 ^TP 4 PT faWP STTT PPP4 f4, rift 3W 
(imp pfTPTfdd PPT44, Pft 444 ^t, PPT TTPT; 

41 pftpfap $ 1 

(p) ‘pPcp^’p vfisrfqpp 41 ant 3 4 ptftp wrfirp fppfp 
fartum pftq^ pftftp 1 1 

3 . fpftWP TT PrHTT : — ftpfd 4 ftpr 

pp ptpp fair $ tnff 4 pi 4 4 fw: 4 f4pr Ptqpr fr 
pftrfppp 44 put 6 4 pp4p 4ft4p pTTrc am pfp ft ' l p p pf 
44 vt ftppl 4 P^er P^rpt I 4 pppp pit f 4 *E^p 
% i fapfa pftpt 4 f444 44 fsrfpfap: p^p % pptp 4 pp- 
pqpr VHP % f4p p"jp 44 pft up fpstp'T Tt trip fopr 
^ntrpT 44 vp fPPPf 4 ptep 2 4 for pp. f i 

4. ftTrsTP 4) pf4Pt:— ( i) ptvpf 4r f4p4r tt4 tt 

4f frrbfpTtlf tPTfl pnip % STTW >4t fdfPTP 

Vi 4 4pf ppt 44r fPPr 4 pip, fapfa 4f4Pt 4 fprr pp 
fpfpifim if Piffipr, p4f flvrfipff f44Wpm't ti (4pz.p 44 gxr, 
f44f 4f pt trtPTnr 4) 4Pt trrflr fflpp 3 4 wppit 
fpfisoT tt: i p^p4t ppp fflfrwp 4? fan, 4,44 ffifl ^ ffT 
pf4 wfwtPT ttpIpp 4 L f4r;np pf4p^ tipIpp 44 4pt i pfrpp 
% P4 wpttt |i'. — 

PUP Ttpfap 1 fppfd tpffWiT pffpp, 

‘a^t |tr 4^T' 

14/l-4t, r^RT ^R:, (8P4 4f4tK) 
ptn^rr-7 oooot 

44tp Trphpp : ( i ) f4pf?t f44fwp pfrpp, 

irpp 4ep4 (prppf pfrrcr) 
i 1 3, Pf,f4 rty, 
tjrp^-400004 

( 2 ) fppffl hrfiifpp pfrpi(, 

Ppt^T fpf^wp, 
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ffjrrcPT pftfi 4t¥, ppfjsrp, 

THffp-6820 1 1. 

( 3 ) f4p% f4frsm pftp^, 

rT)[u [qUM P fpfFIP 
(PPPPt 4f4rt) '♦rttPrfl PTP, 
TTET sf Ml, 
pf f4Hft-H0005 

( 2 ) ypfppp ( 1 ) 4 ippfp sept ppp *4™ pfwror 
ppt pfw^; % Trpf^p 4 ptfl dPTfl 44 PPrjfTd ftrttpr 
4 tp 4 tp prp fpp p^r pg-p pr4r Pr^ 1 

( 3 ) yp'fppp( 2 ) % p4tp ?[TPr ppf 44PPT tmp ^44 pp 

pfPT’rp fppp 3 ppt fppfp fpftwp pfrp^ am w 44a 4 

Pitt frr( pn p^ff, p( 4 ^t, T P^rT PTPit tt f4'<Ywp 

pPpt 1 

( 4 ) (t) fpftpn ijtp % PTPtP, pfPTTP qmp ^4, PtPP 

4 44 TP'ftft 4 4tpprp ttpt f44 14 p? 

gfpfrpp gt pttr fr 44 p ptp fTp; pp pip % ppp 
pff 4t pr pwfr 1 

(tj) PPpriThr 44 ppf 4 pf4 fppfp-Tdf 44 V s ®! ?4 44, 
pPpttp, mr p?pp 4tp-pp p# 4 frpt ptppt 1 
14^3 fl4 PFPT P fapfs-ppf ^44*44 4 fpr-r^ spfp 

PP4 Tf 5TPR Pft f>TT I 

(5 ) pp TTfpTT>p tt pppr p? pprpp t(4 prat $ fr 
PPPf Tt PTPP fppp 3 44 PPtrmrt 4 3TIJVP t pp 
pf fpr4«riT 44 pprfip % 3 ftp 4 44 ?r frpfapifli 
44 PtPPT «r 4 jt( ppp-psr Pft4 tppt f4 PtPP 
fppft-Pt’P ft 1 

PP 5 Ptft wfpppp Tt ?P HTR Tr PPrETtP P^f ^ftT ^ 
p^t T 5 PTT 3 ftp 44 ppf 4 4 44 pt pptp-pp pr4 tt4 4 
4tk tt 4pt ppt vp ptit ftp; prp 4) flppr pp 4 
TRipf, pftp, fppfp-Tflf 44 4 pt 1 

(e) ttFpttp sra pp '44 ppsn 44 vnr, pp fppfp-rpf 
fppfp ftrir prP pt4 ptpp 4 4 ptp4 % pt|4 4pt i 
pjj 4 wrpspr fpftwp ppt map 4 qpprp pIpppp jtti 
p4p T jrrifp 1 

5 . pep fp^t tt PTTrprtfn pp44 pIppi : — pr44p ptpv 
pppt (pppp 44^) Wfpfppp, 1952 ( 1 0 5 2 Tt 30 ), pr44p 
prppr PT'PT (PPTPP fp^) fppp, 1955 PPT Pmf4p PHV 
PTPT (ppppp fpT^) fpfppp, 1 95 5 % PPTpP, fppfp 4 'j4 
PTCPf PT PEP ftE^ PT 44P PPt4 44 sfppr 4 PPP 4 

PT $1 p4 PEJ, PPT 44 PRP ?P fppp4 TT 

fppp 4 4 wife p f444 44 fPTlwp 4 wvfp p|ff mf vtpp i 

6. fpTtWP TT EPTP : — VT fpppf % ppfttp 4 f4t[ PT?Pt 
TT fvf4WP — 

(t) fpfppfpt 4 PfTPT 4 f4pt PKfPT, PT 

(rp) PP PfTPTT 4 f4pr PtiTPT V^4 fpPft-TPT 4TTT PTTP 

PT^P fpp UTTP I ; 

prrg p? pp pt fr ptjT pt ^p pptpp 4 ffttr pp4p 
qr:<p ^fpwrtt f=rffPTP ?f i 

7 . fPftwp 44 p — p4p p4pt tp.sffm ijw 4 o . 5 pfputp 
44 pt p 44 p, fflpfp tp 4 3tTt ttfPTTP 44 ^p fpppf 4 wtfEt 
fpf4tpp 44p 4 vp 4 4( PitpfT i fpE^ stpt ptput 4 fper p^ 

TP 4 TP 44 TPrr ^444 I 
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8 . irftsT: — ( i) Pm 4 3 r w-Pm (s) % *rtftq trum- 
qw Ir PiduPT hIwot 9kt ^qrrrftur IrwrFro r'rf 
wrPffr SrstfEr ttwt skt *rr srqTqq % f^rtr fww tfEr % 
stwH (fir toI mftrr Pnifwf $ fatr qft 3 tt% sitt 

c\ 

«fr ^ttt stt^ ijPT % nrr f«nr % nfrcrc xpfrrr rr T$mT < 

(2) % tor qff JST WW SWT #7 qrq % TR 
ttcbt irart i 

( 3 ) «fr mqjflr rfpr uqpfr q?r ?>fn 

(4) tnftw qr'iT $PT £ faq % *ftor Pert 

umNY > 

*VS&~ 1 

(firqu 3 CftPl) 

wfaPm qfl snrr e % qrfEr qpq fqfqqf’ST 

(v) wrafTq’ qr qftif *RT TT^tq qT qriyr^Tq REEE : 

(«r) wTrq-q^rf ^jt *fr rrrriTq' qr trmft famq qr tfEo 
gqqfiPraT >frrf artr nojtftftq qTW «fr $IT qr^qf % fWq 
qfsRRW fqfqt fr ff % ^q t fqqTrorl irrr utPet Per qR 
| xfrc 

(q) faqfa-q^rf anr qfqqTW'E fqfwjrf % *r qtf«n!r 
fqfqlfrr qft gm: we (qr) tti (tf ) ft q|f *n% I ftq§ qft rIt 
itfeet ift qfrm r* xrjqTqq %• qqtqq % Ptr fqqfa faTTwq 
qfxqq »f: faifatff % 'T-m tiro qqqrfeq Per qR | 1 


2 

(Prq-q 3 Wjr) 
qqjqi STOTT 



PrEterq *fr< 

% faq, faS qn% 
qT% q^qf 

tfpff qfT 5pj- 
itqtfqqr 

is nw 

2 

0 

16 II 25 

3 

0 

26 IT 100 

5 

0 

ioi lr 150 

3 

0 

151 If 300 

13 

0 

301 It 500 

20 

1 

501 IT 1000 

32 

2 

iooi IT wftrv 

5 0 

3 


[qo e(io) 75 -fqofqo wr fq° ^ 0 ] 


S.O. 3094. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963J the Central Government hereby makes 
the following rules, namely : — 

1. Short title and commencement : — (1) These rules may 
be called the Export of Valves (Inspection) Rules, 1978. 

(2) They shal come into force on the date of their pub- 
lication in the Official Gazette. 

2. Definitions — In these rules, unless the context other- 
wise requires : — 

(a) ‘Act’ means the Export (Quality Control and Ins- 
pection) Act, 1963, (22 of 1963). 


(b) ‘Agency* means any one of the Agencies established 
at Cochin, Madras, Calcutta, Bombay and Delhi 
under section 7 of the Act. 

(c) “Valve" means a device being operated either manu- 
ally or by power, used in pipelines for regulating 
the flow of liquid, gas or steam, and shall include 
the power actuating system, if any and also fire 
hydrants. 

(d) ‘Council’ means the Export Inspection Council 
established under section 3 of the Act. 

3. Basis of inspection Inspection of valves for export 
shall be carried out when the consignment is ready with a 
view to seeing that the same conforms to the specifications 
recognised by the Central Government under section 6 of 
the Act which are reproduced in Schedule I annexed to these 
rules. In the absence of any specific stipulation in the ex- 
port contract, the sampling and critetia for confirmin' men- 
tioned in the Schedule II annexed to these rules shall be 
followed. 

4. Procedure of inspection : — (1) Any exporter intend- 
ing to export valves shall give intimation in writing of his 
intention so to do and submit along with such intimation 
a declaration of the specifications stipulated in the export 
contract giving details of all the technical characteristics 
to any one of the Agencies to enable it to carry out ins- 
pection m accordance with rule 3. He shall at the same 
time endorse a copy of such intimation for inspection to 
the office of the council nearest to the office of the Agency. 
The addresses of the Council are as under : — 

HEAD OFFICE : Export Inspection Council “World 
Trade Centre” 14/IB Ezra Street, (7th floor) 
Calcutta-700001. 

Regional Offices : (1) Export Inspection Council Aniau 
Chambers (4th floor) 113, M. Karve Road, Bombay- 
400004. 

(2) Export Inspection Council, ‘Manohar Buildings’ 
Mahatma Gandhi Road, Ernakulam Cochin- 
682011. 

(3) Export Inspection Council, ’Municipal Market 
Bldg.’ (4th floor) 3 Saraswati Mavg, Karol Bagh 
New Delhi-110005. 

(2) Every intimation and declaration under sub-rule (1) 
shall reach the office of the Agency and the Council not 
less than seven days before the scheduled date of ship- 
ment. 

(3) On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (2), the Agency shall carry out the inspection of 
Valves in accordance with rule 3 and the Inspections, if 
any, issued by the Council in this regard. 

(4) (a) After completion of inspection, the Agency shall 
immediately seal the packages in the consignment in a 
manner so as to ensure that the sealed goods cannot be 
tampered with, 

(b) In case of rejection, if the exporter so desires, the 
consignment may not be sealed by the Agency. In such 
cases, however the exporter shall not be entitled to prefer 
any appeal against the rejection. 

(5) When the Agency is satisfied that the consignment 
of Valves complies with the requirement of rule 3, it shall 
within three days of completion of inspection, issue a cer- 
tificate to the exporter declaring that the consignment is 
export-worthy. 

Provided that where the Agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of Ihree days refuse to Issue 
such certificate and communicate such refusal to the exporter 
along with the reasons therefor. 

(6) As and when required by the Agency, the exporter 
shall supply free of charge samples of valves from the export 
consignment. The samples shall, however, be returned by 
the Agency after necessary inspection and testing. 

5. Affixation of recognised mark and procedure there- 
of The provisions of the Indian Standards Institution 
(Certification Marks) Act, 1952 (36 of 1952), the Indian 
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Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1955 and 
the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Regu- 
lations, 1955 shall so far as may be, apply in relation to 
the procedure of affixation of the recognised mark or seal 
on valves prior to export and valves so marked shall not 
be subjected to any inspection under rule 4 of these 
rules. 

6. Place of inspection : — Inspection of valves for the 
purpose of these rules shall be carried out — 

(a) at the premises of the manufacturer. 

or 

(b) at the premises at which the valves are offered by 
the exporter, provided adequate testing facilities 
for the purpose exist therein. 

7. Inspection fee subject to a minimum of rupees one 
hundred for each consignment, a fee at the rate of 0.5 per 
cent of f.o.b. value, shall be paid by the exporter to the 
Agency as inspection fee under these rules. 

8. Appeal : — (1) Any person aggrieved by the refusal of 
the Inspection Agency to issue a certificate under sub-rule 
(5) or rule 4, may, within ten days of the receipt of the 
communication of such refusal by him, prefer an appeal to 
a panel of exports consisting of not less than three but not 
more than seven persons, appointed for the purpose by the 
Central Government. 

(2) At least two thirds of the total membership of the 
panel of cxper.s shall consist of non-officials. 

(3) The quorum for the panel shall be three. 

(4) The appeal shall be disposed of within 15 days 
receipt. 

SCHEDULE— I 
(See Rule 3) 

SPECIFICATIONS RECOGNISED UNDER SECTION 

6 OF THE ACT 

(a) The Indian or any other national or international 
standards ; 

(b) Standards approved by a Ministry or Government 
Department or Public Utility Board of the import- 
ing country declared by the exporter as the con- 
tractual specifications for such valves ; and 

(c) the specifications declared by the exporter as the 
contractual specifications which do not fall under 
clauses (a) and (b) above ; but are approved by a 
panel of experts of the Export Inspection Council 
for the purpose of examining and approving such 
standards. 

SCHEDULE— II 
(See Rule 3) 

SAMPLING TABLE 


LOT SIZE 

NUMBER OF SAMPLES 
TO BE DRAWN FOR 
INFECTION AN D 
TESTING 

PERMISSIBLE 
NUMBER OF 
DEFECTIVES 

UP TO 15 

2 

0 

1 6 TO 25 

3 

0 

26 TO 100 

5 

0 

101 TO 150 

8 

0 

151 TO 300 

.13 

0 

301 TO 500 

20 

1 

501 TO 1000 

32 

2 

1001 TO above 

50 

3 


[No. 6(10)/75-EI & EPJ 
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wto *tf° 3095.— (qqifafi fatrcrJT vN fqffism) 
Sffijftppr, 1963 ( 1 963 4q 22) SlTT 8 3TO JPW Utfawf 
tt jrtTt 'fta gq u«rr fffqfa eftr ffffrem) 

f=WT, 196 4 % fqqrf 11 % TT-Lm ( 2 ) ’P'V WTSTPJfrn; 

3$ % qmTFT, TOTT, qm) % if xnttfm 

qqqqt qqqr srtrm qq q? qfmq % qqm $ Etr 
4TUTrfT $ far tfLft TT nttt TqTqT qqf 
$ tft wftrLm qfr «rm 6 % qrs(q)% xpilq gqqq; mq qppp 
fqftqvff % xnjtPT triffl ^Tqq 1 

ii qr?q ipq, ffq qy 4: 
Him? qq fqqfaq $ fav qrfcr mvif ir qqqq 
irtfi TtfifTT qfqq'TT | sfl Jt«T tT qT it qqtfl ST XtYt 

qfpatVrg qqitfr qfa qt'rf $t, qqr qqqt 
gryyN *ft qfiqfwq jtq 1 

[tto e( io)/75-faofqo qqifq° 

5.0. 3095. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
8 of the Export (Quantity Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), and after previous publication as re- 
quired by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1964, the Central Govern- 
ment recognles the Indian Standards Institution Certifica- 
tion Mark with respect to ‘Valves’ for the purpose of denot- 
ing that where ‘Valves’ are affixed with such mark, they 
shall be deemed to be in conformity with the standard speci- 
fications applicable thereto under clause (c) of section 6 of 
the said Act. 

Explanation — In this notification, ’Valves’ means a 
device being operated either manually or by power, 
used in pipe lines for regulating the flow of liquid, 
gas or steam, and shall include the power actuat- 
ing system, If any and also fire hydrants. 

[No. 6 (10)/75-EI & EP] 
qf foHT 2 9 XPFJirt, 19 78 

qru'Wro 3096 . — -faqfa xrfhfqqq 

1963 ( 19 63 47 22 ) qfi tJTTT 7 URT qq?T Itfqqql qq qqffi 
qrrn |TT,%qfrq qrcqni: ffq-q uq't-^r^qq' q^hTiTUH Ftxmtfeq 
tfrqqijt qyi qq qq topt ‘qptw qft '•j’tr qq fqqfa ft 

q^ gqqq tjqq q^if % ftrq qqrfa# firq^pq xtN fTfrsrq 

h*pt xrPqqrq % *r nq: q-q XTraPcRT *rqfsr 4; 

faff («qbj 8-10-1978 ST^PT qpfat t I 

[q» 5( 2)/77-’t t(T $ qr] 
=ei qstfq jqtyd'r, fqquTT 

New Delhi, the 29th October, 1978 

5.0, 3096. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby recognises for 
a further period of one year (i.e. from 8-10-1978) M/s. 
Agro-Industrial Fumigation Cooperative Society Ltd., Pune as 
fumigation Agency for Quality Control and Inspection for 
fumigation of De-oiled rice bran prior to its export. 

[No. 5(2) /77-EI&EP] 
C. B. KUKRETI, Jt. Director 


’qRqqqTDfqs '. 28 , 197 8/qqfqqt 6, 1900 
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(Wav, wunTT-fWftr vi vtqfaq, ftsfa 

frfaft 

fq?fa, 16 'fi'fqXX, 1978 

VT« WTO 3097.— Tfafaqfafiq tfa V° ffa°, lSSRlfax Xl*, *31* 
fa e. 5.2 yt rr fafa fa rmuj^MW ^if *ffa iff* px xlr* 
fav wl m** 35 q* fat «tvi $ fan 28 , 774 /- qqq vt xv 
trftrmqq airfcr ffwT <ft/vrrf/303 53 9 7 fuqfa 13 - 1-77 srara 
ffarr qqr m, ffafa qw fa arc *f *?vx 32,090 1 - vfa vx 
ffar qmr it 1 

2 . ** qfa tJ *** arv^rr fa qqfafi-f faqr-gjw xfa arfl 
«r% % ffar w othtx xx srifafi fWT $ % **fa qer ^ 
fvrft fa faqi-sp* vrqfaq nrr qfasxr vxfa ffarr $t aft *f 

I 1 

3 . srfar it# % *q«fq *f qfaqv v qrqifl-ffarfa farnfafa 

$55* 1978-79 % 5T«rra 14 $ foT 354 *T 'T^rfaTI XV WRU- 

qq 3rfa* fam $ i qfaqixrrCTxt ague $ fa w aiTaa 
an qr/wrf /3035397 ffafa 13 - 1-77 fa q* faqr-qw sfafaq 
srRr at of $ far ffatr fair $ fa snfamp fa xrrfafa fa sqffaq 
faqr-sje* xfa*q qfa qrxr fa am; 1 arvaa fa a a fa*t-qfa 
qfaxq faq aft af $ 1 

4 . arara qrsfar fa qqfafa faqrqw xfastq srf<r aao it 
arfr oft a 1 xfa $ 1 

[Fqffax q° sar/83/aTt f 'fr/ 76-7 7/wtt qq 7 / 745 ] 

mi # 0 , wrfa, *q-q«r fafafa 
fit w fafatv 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CONTROLLER OF IMPORTS 
& EXPORTS, NEW DELHI 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 16th October, 1978 

SO. 3097. — M/s. Addison & Co, Ltd., 158 Mount Road, 
Madras were granted replacement licence No. P/I/3035397 
dated 13-1-1977 for Rs. 28,774 the value of which was 
subsequently enhanced to Rs. 32,090 for import of High Speed 
Steel Hot Rolled Black Bars 6.5.2 quality annealed size 35mm 
dia. 

2. The firm have now requested for the issue of duplicate 
copy of Customs Purposes Copy of the above licence on the 
ground that the original copy of the same has been lost with- 
out having been registered with any Customs Office. 

3. In support of their contention the applicant have filed 
an affidavit, as required in para 354 of Chapter XIV of 
Hand Book of Import Export Procedure 1978-79. The under- 
signed is satisfied that the original Customs Purposes Copy 
of import licence No. P/I/3035397 dated 13-1-1977 has been 
lost and directs that duplicate copy of the Customs Purposes 
Copy of the licence should be issued to the applicant. The 
original Customs Purposes Copy of Licence has been 
cancelled. 

4. The duplicate copy of Customs Purposes Copy of the 
import licence is being issued separately. 

[F, No. Tools/83/Rcp/76-77/RM-7/745] 

C. S. ARVA, Dy. Chief Controller 
for Chief Controller 


flfatr 

tff fax fa , l 7 aiqq*X 19 78 

VToWto 30 98 . — <T#fa ff^PTR qxfarfx** fitfe, $ 377*15 
faffa* bqo tto X*o qfaofao $3X1*13 Sit 

qs * xqxmfaf fax qqqq jfa fafaqq fa* fafxq nfax 
^ qrq-Rr sfr faq 9,50,000/- 5 qfa (fa 315 , TTRT $unx xxfa 
ut*) vr tfa qTrrd' *T3far ffa qrf/qt*t/ 203305 3/fil'/b*q 
qw/6G/qn/77/tft * 72 / 0 * qq tofa 27 - 3-1978 * 31 * (vht 
n'XT *TT I *33 tTT 3 tfa # qtqT-HpV Sjfo 

^ fax rq qTtfix qx * 1 ^ 5 * fjptrr $ fa qq- tfl*T-qw stflvx 
*fa «rr *# i/u**TFm $t qf $ 1 mq tfa fa sqiqT q*r$ fa 
tj* qlqrwjxqt qqfaq srfq fa qqzfhi qfa fa qf fa qlx 

xfar fax 9,50,000/- xqq «f 1 

fat m ^ qqfar fa qmqr q qfaft fqr^rqik (*r?fM 
sfaq) % qnps faffarq qqq farx 17V qqq-q* xifiatr faqr $ 1 
33ijqrx ft i fa qirfafl fa' qq faqt-5t5V Ufa** tifa 
fa qf $ l ?qfaq., qqTfafafqq qrqra (fqqqq) qifar, 1955 

faqfa 7-1 2-1955 V XX-U1XT 9 (fa fa) % *Rfiiq *3^ qfa- 

vrxf vt srqrn vx q^fa f^TTi* xxiqTfxqq Mux*, $3qqm 

fa fatT qq fio STtf/fa fa/ 2 033653 fqfaV 27-3-78 

fa *53 q* fa4T-SJ?T qfaqq qffi qrTJSIXT fa *ifa $ I 

T3qfrTx srnffatarfa fa xx* wfaq fa qqffaq faqT-V[?v 
spfm qft- wrrq ft *rxl fa air xfa $ i 

[fio fafaa/fafaqi/qxpTqitr (s6)/7 7-78/l2S6] 

xrfaqrx ftfa, qq-qw 

T* w fqqav 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 17th October, 1978 

S.O. 3098.- — M/s. Hindustan Aeronautics Ltd., Hyderabad 
Division (Electronics) HAL P.O., Hyderabad were granted 
an import licence No. I/CG/2033653/C/XX/66/ 
H/77/CGH/L.S. dated 27-3-1978, for Rs. 9 50,000 (Rupees 
Nine lakhs and Fifty thousand only) for import of Precision 
Jig Boring Machine with accessories and spares from Switzer- 
land. They have implied for the issue of a duplicate Customs 
Purposes Copy of the said licence on the ground that the 
original Customs Purposes Copy has been lost/misplaccd. It 
is further stated that the original Customs Purposes Copy was 
not utilised at all and the balance available on it was 
Rs. 9,50,000. 

In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit duly sworn in before Notary, Secunderabad (A.P.). 
I am accordingly notify that the original Customs Purposes 
Copy of the said licence has been lost. Therefore, in exercise 
of the powers conferred under Sub Clause 9(CC) of the 
Imports (Control) Order, 1955 dated 7-12-19755 as amended, 
the said original Customs Purposes Copy of the licence No- 
I/CG/2033653 dated 27-3-1978 issued to M/s. Hindustan 
Aeronautics Ltd., Hyderabad is hereby cancelled. 

The duplicate customs purposes copy of the said licence Is 
being issued accordingly to the licensee. 

[No. CGI1/DEF/HAL(86) /77-78/1286] 
RAJENDER SINGH, Dy. Chief Controller 
for Chief Controller 
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*(t£W(T JjOT ffafflT, WR1H H«TT Ufa TO TOUfal, «TTTTT 

trrfar 

TOR, 6 fTOFTO, 19 78 

(Vur : rtf fa fjifafaiT vfR ifir ittt, 2 7 -fa, TOijTOum 
rfal, TTIRr -21 fa, rtfA-ITI 78-79 fa lift! T fair 
rtf 1,55,51 s to ffafrite faz «rb ufa % far 

TOfa far *tf tott^t tout fi-iTO8 2265 7 7-fa-farcfaw-6 8 
ffafa 5-7-7 8 fa TftTORT I 

to° Wo 3099. — ttffa g^ffaR; far ugw iti, 27-fa, 

TOfj/lTRir TORT, 21 nil, TRIT-TOtf 197 8-79 #1 StfatT % 

far 1<tf 1,5 5,5 15 TO fifatfre 1RTO XTRR TR T 1 fan 

TOTfar TORT fao TO° 822657 7-rf-r*W0,"Rr- 68 ffafa f-7-7 6 

si fat fan tot «rr i TOTfarsnfa tot«jto tottr fa ^tfa rfa 
sirfa *pfa % far rtfrr fa $ fa ifa wrr fafa fa 
TftfpqTO nfTOr^ i) ifa$R to far fan far tottto tor>i to 
far fair fa fan w $ i rfanr % «ifar fnm % «tor ^ 
u> uTWtr fa far fan $ i 

f f fa nt;far fam fa-rr-8 22 6577 -fa-rnrrTO-f 8 
fnrfa 5 - 7-73 fa tjot afa fa fa »rfa | rrn rroir *r <15 
fa -rfa Y far fr <qr«r fan ji fa TOrffa TOrctfn fa jrfa afa 
Tirfa fa --atf 1 Tmtfr «farr fa-rr- 8 22 65 7 7-11-01110 to- e 1; 
farfa fa ror rtf iiibtot t\ fa unfa % 1 

[r 0 rfafar-fcfr- 4 ft-o.rfa- 73 - 71 ] 

rr 0 Trffaffi, n-^rr ffar^ro 
?fa ran fnfror 

OFFICE OF THE JOINT CHIEF CONTROLLER OF 
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS MADRAS 

ORDER 

Madras, the 6th October, 1978 

Sub -.—Cancellation of Import licence No. P/S/8226577/ 
C/XX/68 dated 5-7-1978 for Rs. 1,55,515 for the 
period April 78 — March 79 for the import of Tinplate 
Waste Waste issued to M/s. Subramaniam Sheet 
Metal Works, 27-B, Shatimugarayan Street, 
Madras-21. 

S.O. 3099.— M/s. Subramaniam Sheet Metal Works, 27-B, 
Shanmugarayan Street, Madras-21 was issued with an import 
licence No. P/S/8226577 /C/XX/68 dated 5-7-1978 for 
Rs. 1,55,515 for the import of Tinaplate Waste Waste for the 
period April 78 — March 79. The licencec has since applied 
for a duplicate copy of the above import licence since the 
same has been lost /misplaced without having been registered 
with any Customs Authority and utilised it at all. In support 
of their contention, the applicant has filed an affidavit. 

I am satisfied that the original import licence No. P/S/ 
8226577 /C/XX/68 dated 5-7-1978 has been lost /misplaced 
and direct that a duplicate copy of above import licence 
shall be issued to the appliant. The original copy of above 
import licence No. P/S/8226577/C/XX/68 dated 5-7.1978 
is hereby cancelled. 

[File No. I&S/TP/48/M D/78-791 

S. NARASIMHAN, Dy. Chief Controller 
for Jt. Chief Controller 

(Hmfro >jtw far ngrofTTO from) 

faT ffafa, 2 7 ffaRTO, 19 78 

TOvwro 3ioo. — fajtf- iron;, qffar fain (fafroro) fau- 
ffam 1952 ( 1 9 5 2 TO 74) fa «THT 5 % wtftf TOTTfa fan- 
fatXrif ifafrtf VR TOT fafcro, TOfa STOT TO ■TO T I % TOffaTOT % 


fttf fiftf »tf Xltftffi TO TO TOT TOTOI TOfaffi % TOTTOT ft flTOT 
TO»f; far 15 rtTOTOi fa 3ttf to fa uto tort tottr 1' fv.i *r 
fat farffaf ^ fa falT, 1TT15RT TOR fafa-TTOT fa tTRT 6 ^ 
5TO.T TOTT fafarfa TO 5Tfa<T tort 51 hfafTOTKffi fa FTO.fa 
fa ^7T fa wtfl ifTOtfai % TO^ ®f, 10 TTfiTO, 197 8 9 

woto, i97 9 (fsttrir i fafa far fa faifafar f) fa it id 

fa TTfafTTO TOTORfa % ffat TOTOTO TOR Ttfa £ I 

2- ITOSTTr TOtT TO-TOTT TO % TTSItfll | fa ifa- 
ftT^TO fTtffa TO tT^TRR T71T fa TOTOT TOTOT TTlfaiT 5RT 
TOR-TOR TO fal 3(Tn | 

[tfffar tlnir i2( i2)/tnt“ fao/78] 

(Department of Civil Supplies and Cooperation) 

New Delhi, the 27th September, 1978 

5.0. 3100. — The Central Government, having considered in 
consultation with the Forward Markets Commission, the 
application for renewal of recognition made under Section 5 
of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 1952 (74 of 
1952), by the Vanaspati Manufacturers’ Association of India, 
Bombay, and being satisfied that it would be in the interest 
of the trade and also in the public interest so to do, hereby 
grants, in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 6 of 
the said Act, recognition to the said Association for a further 
period of one year from the 10th August, 1978 to the 9th 
August, 1979 (both days inclusive) in respect of forward 
contracts in groundnut oil. 

2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condition 
that the said Association shall comply with such directions as 
may, from time to time, be given by the Forward Markets 
Commission, 

[F. No. 12(12)-IT/78] 

if ffafa, 9 xrfaTO, 1978 

TT°WT° 3 101. — % F Stf TOATO, fabl faTOT (fafTTOffi) fafa 
faTOT, 1952 ( 1952 TO 74) fa TOTO 5 % Xlfal faRTO! 
JfalR. TOlfa Who, *ks JTRT 1PTOT i ifafTOT % ffa( fan 
rtf srtfll TO 1TTOT ITOTt TO'fal % TOTTOt fWT TOfa far 

it? TOT*m fa afar to fa fitrr tort totott % ffar far fafafar 
1 fa fair, U,TTt[ffTTT TTO WfaffaR fa 'TITOT 6 ffTOT TOrl Tfaral 
TO ifaT TOfa fh 3W TOTfa fa fa XrftOT hffapfa % ifa 
fa 10 TOTTO, 1978 ft 9 TOTH 1 979 (fattff 1 fafa fat fa 
faifaTO t) fa IT atf fa iffaTTO TOriTlfEf % fal TTORT 
TOR TOtfa t I 

UT^rTT TOTT TORT ITT vtf % TTTOtfR ^ fa TOR Tffifa 
l^r ffafa TO tT!rTffiR fafa fa 1TTOT 4TO1TT7 tfifal STOT TOR- 
TOR TO ffa Titf 1 

[tfa>r~r rivti i2( 17) xnffao/78] 

TOT Kfal 

New Delhi, the 9th October, 1978 

5.0, 3101. — The Central Government, in consultation with 
the Forward Markets Commission, having considered the appli- 
cation for renewal of recognition made under Section 5 of 
the Forward Contracts (Regulations) Act, 1952 (74 of 1952) 
by the Kaiserganj Beopar Company Ltd., Meerut, and being 
satisfied that it would be in the interest of the trade and also 
in the public interest so to do, hereby grants in exercise of 
the powers conferred by Section 6 of the said Act, recognition 
to the said Company for a further period of one year from 
the 10th August, 1978 to the 9th August, 1979 (both days 
inclusive) in respect of forward contracts in gur. 
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2. The recognition hereby granted is subject to the condi- 
tion that the said company shall comply with such directions 
as may, from time to time, be given by the Forward Markets 
Commission. 

[File No. 12(17) -IT/78] 
K. S. MATHEW, Dy.. Secy, 

Tf Hnpsft, 28 fawrc, 1978 

3102- — ’TpsjTftT STTTeffir sqTTTT STTfEITT'iT, Tf 
% n?«rr wtrfWtrmfr % xrp#* 59 ( 2 ) v ttsfR srm infer 
r snfhi Till ’ft iff o (nrH*T'jp|- r TifTm frqm , 


rf f^fr, Rtt 28-9-1978 it ttKrfBt ®TFTR 4<37 tTlftl+OT, 
8^ fnpfr % igOTrfw ftf$nnr % ^q- if ^ 1 

[*r^ 1 4 / 7 8 ( 1 / 1 / 77 -^° Tito)] 

mt° Tto ’sftmrtm, tmtrfaw 

(Department of Commerce) 

New Delhi, the 28th September, 1978 

S.O. 3102,- — In exercise of the powers conferred under 
Article 59(2) of the Articles of Association of the Trade 
Fair Authority of India, New Delhi, the President is pleased 
to appoint Shri T. Balakrishnan, Joint Secretary, Department 
of Commerce, New Delhi as part time Director of the Trade 
Fair Authority of India, New Delhi with effect from 
28-9-1978. 

]No, 14/78/(1177/-TF)[ 
M. P. SRIVASTAVA, Under Secy. 


wrrafiT tfarr 

ft?#, 1978-09-29 

m»in« 3103.— mw-trmr t* trur)f«M urefrir mro nwr (sptm fafTm 1953 % faPm 14 % TT W h uo (4) ^ 

UR4t ttWT IRt PUTT ^RTT $ fa Cm$TT tfatT tfrmt/l^-1 902 fatfa 41% if fttj $, fatTft? 1978-06-22 it 73} 

fan w $ spiffa ^ m o ut o 5frc*TT *pp: "Rt nur fatr faift /htot fntsrir % afa ft i 




w 

mt^trafa w nnr tfk mrr 

fal JR HTtffa $ ST9TT ^SrPpfr 

ownptft srrefrir rnro 

1 2 

3 

4 

s 

1. fffafat/l902 
1969-01-23 

wM WRtft ffaRctr, i5/7,m5crfrr, 
qrffanirpw2ioo2 

41-dS < 

IS: 561-1972 artl™Ttfr (tfutlTT) 
q^FT wt if) firfafa 

[tfarr trfaqft/ss ; 1902 ] 
tp$ 0 0 rryrfbfaT 


INDIAN STANDARDS INSTITUTION 
New Delhi, 1978-09-29 

S-O- 3103 — In pursuance of sub-regulation (4) of regulation 14 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks), Regulations 1955 
as amended from time to time, the Indian Standards Institution hereby notifies that Licence No. CM/L — 1902 particulars of which 
are given nelow has been cancelled with effect from 1978-06-22 as they were marketing the product with ISI Mark without 
exercising any quality control, 


SCHEDULE 


SI. Licence No. 

No. & Date 

Name & Address of the 
Licensee 

Article/Process Covered by the 
License cancelled 

Relevant Indian Standards. 


1 2 

3 


4 

5 


1. CM/t— 1902 
1969-01-23 

M/s. Artee Minerals, 15/7, Mathura 
Road, Faridabad-121002. 

BHCDP 

IS : 561 — 1972 Specification for 
(HCH) Dusting Powders (Fourth 
sion). 

BHC 

Revi- 


[CMD/55: 1902} 


Y.S. VENKATESWARAN Additional Director Genrlea 
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1978-10-12 

viowto 3104. — wrafra rrmtmT (inrnm fafff) ftPuro 1955 fVfim 7 % Tq frPm (3) % tFjffR s nt tf ra ph #f«n 
*rcr ftnn aim: $ fa fafasr gFpfi srfa vmt ^ ?nifa 'for *r far »pt *fof $ PrafPcrr gft 4$ \ \ 

*n[ for sfop for nt firffoi Pr wnj; foft 1 




3. 3?n faffo fot *TR|^f ^,trT g) 

foww fofo 


4. Wlfag SRT VI I VI 7 ^¥-<nWTl[T 

^srrrfor vr fair ftrffo tn foR 


5 . ffotf ■rmt % ffo ffor (itjfafaw 

rfr font (*6fo4ffor) 


gft rrffo? fofo *5t ft Pi r fa 
('T^TT JffOsPt) 

IS: 525-1968 am: ffonrr ffvfan; 
fo; ffrffph Tt*ff * ffo 
ffffosr fofo if) f%fVrf^ 
( c nFrryrftsrJT) 

IS : 2075-1962 fofol KRT HVfteR 
NIFK ^ % tT-4T7PirTT 

'srcmfor % time faffo tn 

fornffTfafafa 

IS : 7092 (»m 2)-1976ffolf tntfforfrCT 
>mt % ffo fa«r trtjffowr 
iiW if) fafafas ; *tpi 2 
4rfo ffffor (T?<TFS*ftWT) 


^TT^/’3FTTtf 

WT 

^rprft hwt 

wtS 

for riot ^ trfor tf, tftr 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1 . mm vwn fojfare: fafor j itf IS 167-1950 mm ffor lr 
foiff ffo &rrc ftrffo 4T$ rrfo 

m\ fora ^ fafurfe 


1/2 far 

1978-00-16 

2 . tot faffo iff trfirre niffnr 

IS: 524-1909 3?T7 fafof ^ 

tnrrfaTT 

1/2 tor 

1978-06-16 


1/2 %r 1978-06-16 


l/2^TTT 1978-06-16 


( l) l^fT 200 IPTfo % for 1978-08-01 

4 ° 30 . ooforitot 
( 2 ) 201 fo vr% air rft 
*Ttfo $ ffo 1 !° 10 . 00 
Jiftrnrrf 


[rfaCTtfrvrft/ 13 : 10 ] 


New Delhi, 1978-10-12 

S.O. 3104— In pursuance of sub-regulation (3 ) of regulation 7 of the Indian Standards Instituion (Certification Marks) Regulations, 
1955 the Indian Standards Institution, hereby, notifies that the marking fee (s) per unit for various products details of which are given in 
the Schedule hereto annexed, have been determined and the fee($) shall come into force with effect from the dates shown against each. 


SCHEDULE 


SI. Product/Class of Product 

No. 

No- and Title of Relevant 

Indian Standard 

Unit 

Marking Fee per Unit 

Date 

of effect 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

I. Ready mixed, paint thick white, for lettering. IS : 167 — 1950 Specification for One Litre 

ready mixed paint, thick white 
for lettering, 

1/2 Paisa 

1978-06-16 

2. Varnish, finishing exterior, synthetic. 

IS : 524—1968 Specification for 
varnish, finishing, exterior, 
synthetic (first revision). 

One Litre 

1/2 Paisa 

1978-06-16 

3. Varnish, finishing, exterior and general 
purposes. 

IS : 525 — 1968 Specification for 
varnish, finishing, exterior 
and general purposes (first- 
revision). 

One Litre 

1/2 Paisa 

1978-06-16 


711 GI/78 — 7 
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1 2 3 

4 


5 

6 

4 . Ready mixed paint, stoving red-oxide-zinc 
chrome, priming 

IS : 2075 — 1962 Specification for 
ready mixed paint, stoving, 
red-oxi de-zink chrome, prim- 
ing. 

One Litre 

1/2 Paisa 

1978-06-16 

5. Aluminium alloy tubes for irrigation pur- 
poses (extruded tube) 

IS : 7092— (Part II)—- 1976 Speci- 
fication for aluminium alloy 
tubes for irrigation purposes : 
Part II Extiuded tube (first 
revision). 

One Tonne 

(1) Rs. 30.00 per unit 
for the first 200 units 
and 

(li) Rs. 10.00 per 
unit for the 201st 
unit and above. 

1978-08-01 


[No. CMD/13 : 10] 


*t«m» it rrtftftrt *ntrfm jtrt #wt (tnrpjR fair.5) iess % Pmw 4 % (i) ^ 

RRt; tfc*rr irtr wftrgfaa fTqT ^nrr $ far *terr rtw Ofljjr f^Erfftn f^rrr | ftrroft firing tfk mfw fifim tm *myfN rttt 

frtfHrfrfiira if ftirr nuT | 1 

•mrffar rpw trr«rr (snrm fhrq-r) wfirforR- 1 952 *rtt trtfbr ant famf % ftftra £ Rnor fTf tntfv % writ <t hf faBnif 
1 




rw trmr fa^tr «fr iff ^ft ?r?*r«nEft smtfk itftt 4ft near wmr4ftfraT^4rrvrrf^f*^ Erf»r 

wn flrainpi wft 

1 2 9 4 S 6 


1. 



2 . 


tl 


w< <fc farj ^irrc ftfarT IS : 107-1950 war Spot 
tittt rrfa tR tWt ftrc #qrr fwfwr mi 

tn tbra 4ft faftrftr 


wpcfta w «wt «n mfit- 
mw frntf ISI wri? fht ?, 
(2) *r fturf 
'/Irft' wir xpjrrfr ir Awtc 
flprr mn | tfk tar ftntr- 
IT if fttjnrr m t iftr 
sw jfPfBrnr % «tt 4ft wire 
WRtflW WR4T 4ftT?WfT tft 
’lft I 


19 78-0 0-10 


3tp: Wmfr i$t 4ff fiffrps: mimr IS : 524-1 9 es 3 ?n fasPm „ 1978-06-1$ 

4 ft u[Vi rj ^ ^rf^rir 4ft fTPi [Pi 
(qi5rr5^0$njr) 




fiaftw ^ wfa imrRr 
4 twT % ftri 


IS .'525-1968 mx Fuftwr 
iffa Iff 9 1 '■9' A 1 41 % P-1 '-7 

<rrf%T7T iff faffFV 
(T^TTyrtl'«nr) 


am-rfla ffnw iTPTr 4rr wt-tt- 
tnw ftw*r ISI m # 
HTT 9 T (2) if font ntf 
tftft wfa q^rpf Sr fair 
fam fi*rr | ifh: ♦srr frnr- 
Sr frunwr i mr $ 
wPfWw % zitx 4 ? rftx 

tTrafu mw 4f. T^twr 

'ftnft 1 


1978-06-10 


wffirr jttt in^n: ^ ^ 'tn tnroi^ - 

3TC?TT#pt TT fiRTT ffrf«m 
to troff 


IS: 2075-1962 ^IffT>T flTT 
jnvTT % t» awtitt 
siwr <pBr wn tint Brf*nf 
totro* aft ftftife 


1978-06-10 
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1 2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


5. 



IS ; 7092 («Tm 2)-197 6f%^Tf 'flTOft’r’TPW #WT Vnfpfmm 1978-08-01 

Vr ^rf^rqt (vqrorTfatit) mat % faff fassr ff^faftRir fatrir ISI ura ^ t, ^--g 

ffftpfi <Pt Wirfe; w 2 (2) itfarri nt wrfr *rVz 

(t^wr jTtrww) ci^rraf Sr ^rr fatn «ur 
$ tft ^fn f^n^r JrfcwRT 
nm ifnfnmT v 
sff Rk srroffiTffmf wi 
it Of 0»TT *Tt-ft!tT*T % 

4r% iff trrr 0fwr«rnJt *ir 
^wnwfstriff nf ^ i 


[rwtt if) ffR *( / 1 3 : 9] 


S.o. 3105. — In pursuance of sub-rule (1) of rule 4 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1955 the Indian 
Standards Institution, hereby, notifies that the Standard Mark($), design(s) of which together with the verbal description of the designfs) and 
the titlc(s) of the relevant Indian Standard(s) are given in the Schedule hereto annexed, have been specified. 

These Standard Mark(s) for the purpose of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) Act, 1952 and the Rules and Regu- 
lations framed thereunder, shall come Into force with effect from the dates shown against each: 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

Design of the 
Standard Mark 

Product/Class of 
Product 

No. and Title of the 
Relevant Indian Standard 
Mark 

Verbal description of the 
Design of the Standard 
Mark 

Date of 
effect 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 


1. IS : 167 


2. IS : 524 


3. Is : 525 



Ready mixed paint, thick IS : 167 — 1950 Specification The monogram of the Indian 1978 — 06 — 16 

white, for lettering for ready mixed paint, thick Standards Institution, con- 

white for lettering sisti ng of letters ‘ISI’, drawn 

in the exact style and rela- 
tive proportions as in > 
cated in Col. (2); the num- 
ber of the Indian Standard 
being superscribed on the 
top side of the monogram 
as indicated in the design. 


Varnish, finishing, exterior, IS : J24— 1968 Specification -Do- 1978 — 06 — 16 

synthetic. for varnish, finishing , ex- 

terior, syntnetic (first revi- 
sion). 


Varnish, finishing, exterior IS ; 525— 1958 Specification -Do- 1978 — 06 — 16 

and general purposes. for varnish, finishing, ex- 

terior and general purposes 
(first revision). 


4. IS : 2075 



Ready mixed paint stoving, 

IS : 2075 — 1962 Specification 

Do. 

1978—06—16 

red-oxide-zinc chrome, 

for ready mixed paint, 



priming. 

stoving, red -oxide-zinc 




chrome, priming. 
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3 4 8 6 

Aluminium alloy tubo for IS : 7092 (Part II) — 1976 Spo- The monogram of the Indian 1978 — 08—01 
irrigation purposes ciflcation for aluminium Standards Institution, con- 

(extruded tube) alloy tubes for irrigation sisting of letters TSI‘, drawn 

purposes : Part II Extruded in the exact style and rela- 
tube (first revision). tive proportions as indi- 

cated in Col. (2) ; the num- 
ber of the Indian Standard 
being superscribed on the 
top side and the relevant 
part number being sub- 
scribed under the oottom 
side of tho monogram as 
indicated in the design. 

[No. CMD/13 : 9] 

wt° *n° 3 io«. — RmHPR qr tfvfrfhi vrnsfEr rpt* (srrm fv$) fafamij 1955 fafmw s stfalwr (1) 
mraffa rtto dptrr tra flftfgPrar fwr trai $ % «njg^r Sr fatr^ fat? 211 mt&ff wrr rnffror nr? fan*** 1975 3 r 
fwrmri| 1 




^r-H 

WTfflftnfw (At fttfir 

& 1PP 

trnpfcnirfr 9>r OTt eflrr tit 

mtffa arg/aEwr iffa anmnift 
IS :tpPTPT 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

i- 

?fttpr/t(tT-36 

1957-11-04 

1975-11-16 

1976-11-15 

efo rnnu^farr 
ftro, (ipi ^pit (24 icon ) 
qffw'r tfaw 

uMfoPmu tiw— 

IS ; 398-1961 

3 . 

iflrqjr/tpr-37 

1057-11-04 

1978-11-10 

1976-11-15 

1 ) 

Ttf ^Tfipr mV effort 

(ttfaT UT tpSjfafalTR- * STTHTt 

6%), firspft % im ntr jwht 
% fin? (1 fatr ton qmWf 
aVstT^tfsn?) — 

IS : 434 (WT l)-1904,«iV 

IS : 434 (RPT 2 ) — 1964 

3 . 

1 04 

1988-10-07 

1975-11-01 

1976-10-31 

fo mfa° tfro V) %0, 

ffa*TT aPwuft WKTT4, 

'rfaftftpf fore — 

IS : 3 2 3— 1 9 5 2 

4 . 

*ftTnr/t(fT- 106 
1058-11-04 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 

ft 3^7! Ww Rt°, 

TWtT faw-HI, f^fo twV 

dT n — 

IS : 261-1966 

5 . 

tilrpr/tpr - 1 5 3 
1959-10-18 

1978-11-01 

1976-10-31 

WTO ffttT fao, 34 *V»ft, 
Tfa, WWT- 1 6 

r?w ^fr, trfffafv — 

IS : 500-1969 

e. 

#pi/C[W-216 

1980-08-29 

1978-12-16 

1976-12-15 

'fW ftf®, 36, 

■'O’ 0ft 0*, ^^1^6 Til- 1 6 

fattfv % 8TtT tm SW far? 

Ttfatf WT tffttff (ifrWTT 

250 flV 660) tfar ftf 

IS : 434 («TFT 1 tiV 2)— <1964 

7 . 

ffVtr*T/(^-243 

1960-11-23 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

fat tt# SFT° ffao, 
afro t\° ttf.oTfaruiait 

is ffarr *h — 

IS : 916-1966 

8. 

<fttpr/<(ST-2S3 

1900-12-26 

1970-01-01 

1976-12-31 

JT^TVtT t^¥ ^Oj 

trs m>RffariViT¥, trr fVrWfa tht 
tj^TT H | — 

IS ; 1507-1966 

9. 

fftTjrr/iTw- 300 

1975-11-16 

1976-05-15 

*j, farfatjpr tfr ft* 'ftrrfr. 

1 8 f^TCT % (cn— 


1901-04-20 



qrfas, triT tpir 

18:916-1966 
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(1) 

(3) 

(<) 

(5) 

(6) 

10 . 

if|TTn luff - 339 

1975-12-01 

1979-11-30 

sfUTOH ftTO Tk 

ft* 'i'lofl ikm ftro 7 . 5 fmrr (10 


1961-09-01 



WW (mm tor, vluIf’iTi 

?mr) nr, 'V ftft % ftmra* 





fwiw mn •fn^T’fr rnmft tt 

IS : 325-1970 





ftmm ) finimm 






w) 


1 1 . 

tfKnr/tjn-36 1 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 

q^RMfa ¥ 0 , 

is firro % mifrK ft* — 


1961-11-27 



'T T TT, f^o ^ <,5 

IS ; 910-1966 

12 . 

^k I f/ t ^'424 

1976-01-01 

1976-12-31 

■MH l H To, 

nnftrfftm *mr «fk w<n* ft 


1962-06-30 



Ttfr^TT, frro ^ ^frrrrftj 

ft* *ftr p^ftfwo Him— 





(<TPW^I7T) 

IS : 399-1901 

13 . 

#t?n/q[5T-427 

1975-09-01 

1976-08-31 


ftsftw to, nrftft — 


1962-06-30 



6 *tRwau<fli ft«, mm5T 39 

IS : 1675-1971 

14- 

^T/l^-467 

1975-11-16 

1976-11-15 

mftmT irc sn^t ( 1935 ) 

mrftr mrr *ft*? **ft fine flr^tr; 


1962-10-30 



fko, 26 , ftr, ntyr, 

ftr * **ft, htr 3, 1 — 





«Tk$-400078 

IS : 1322-1970 

15. 

rfrOTT/l^r- 4 8 1 

1975-12-10 

1976-12-15 

wmrt 0 1^11 'frri ^1 " 


1962-11-29 



(sftn fiftHTran, ftkm ftrm 

IS : 275-1961, ft* 





RfR ) H? irrfsnr fir° ^1 3 «t 

(n) te* *r$* ftm ^ wmft *fir wft— 






IS : 1018-1961 

16- 

^fPcpr/(?lPr-S29 

197 5-1 1-16 

1976-11-15 

mij< fik hi444<i To, sftn— 

nflft tfk ijwrmrt % 


1963-1 1-19 



m?T, ftknr mryc, 

& Ski’S th mm Hiifi 12.5 





302012 

far* wS ^miT •ft — 






IS ; 774-1971 

17. 

<f|l(H/^M-546 

197 5-11-01 

1976-10-31 

mm fkro mm mo firo, 

mq- nfp ftfinfr ill fine % 


1963-06-05 



mjpT ftt, ftonsfimn (mm ) 

wt— 






IS : 10-1970 

18- 

1^/051-57 3 

1976-01-01 

1976-12-31 

ftftr sum (tfftn), 

W ftkl 5 m, ifkl iftiT TOT- 


1963-08-29 



<ll6l FfiOoi^*, 9*9 , t tt?T, 

IS : 1166-1957 





fftft n?t * urn, ftm 






(ftrw) 


19. ftmr/ft*-591 

1975-11-16 

1976-11-15 

Hnftiro stt mirm ( 1935 ) 

mm? Tuff % fine fjRijJnft (mTfkr) 


1903-10-21 



fiio 20 , ftp fk ^ 1 ^ 9 , 

IS : 1580-1969 





mwf-7 8 


20. 

ftm/kT- 592 

1975-1 1-16 

1976-11-15 

1 } 

T^k ir H?ft iiSi ftVi % fine 


1963-10-20 




firfmr fim, tt to: n firmk 






mft mrr mft^r jitth: ^ (fi^fft 












IS ; 1838-1961 

21. 

ften/ien-598 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

ft* (ftftn) 

1 . Tk m%, nk fwm 


1963-11-07 



4 3 , vxff^rH trfkrr, T(kkR 

iifir mft ft ft ift % %mr, nfm 


in nj-jfirPHUn m«*ft mft, 
250 / 440 tfk 600/1100 ftw 


2. ft ft ft ftfim *fk ft ft ft 
ftMTK ewnw in ftmn>K 55 ^:, 
3 nr 4 Tkrrft %mr, h ih 1 ht 
i^Ph FVm h Hmrt nft, 250/440 
m 650/1100 ftk ifc, nfk 
s. jcft nfrft, fitrr ftmnft mftft 
ftkft, 250/440 ftw in, %ro 
ft* % ^nsVi htPi — * 

IS: 694 (rnn nfk 2)-i964 
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1 2 3 4 5 


22. Rft3T/t^T-647 
1964-03-20 


23. *fttFT/^-662 
1964-05-01 


24. 4VtpT/l^T-696 
1964-06-17 


25. #3?T/0?T-732 
1964-06-29 


26- Rt^/^-733 
1964-06-29 

27. RC^/trW-762 
1964-09-1 7 


28, tflTtr/^-839 

1964-1 1-23 

29. 

1 964-1 1-26 

30- ^qjf/^5T-845 
1964-1 1-28 


3 1 . 8 50 

1964-11-28 

3 2- ft^/l'T-SSl 
1964-11-28 


33- Rr^R/^-868 
1964-11-28 

3 4. ^tpT/^-874 
1964-1 1-28 


1975-10-16 1976-10-15 tCOilfW T"T tTR ijftT (^T T*¥ ft 

ft" 0 , FCo WfrlX v't jfrf^T fV. ^ — 

(Mfwr4*rm) IS; 636-1962 

1975-12-01 1976-1 1-30 ffo, TOT WTFPT TtfarT, Tft% f iffTT CTft fCTC, 

ftfTTT CiTWfft, TrrmT-495003 Bpnfr $ftr % faq, rr^frrf^' ^pFlff 
(Rolfo) TI%, 3 3 ftifto ar — 

IS : 692-1973 

1975-11-16 1976-11-15 ft iftTOT 1^2* fira fo <ft ft ft TtfilTr (<TKt VRl *0%) 

*rro fftcTfae., iirnmT, 24 , finrft % %ara, tmt m 

■rcTOT, (9ftr4t»rnw) % ■craft r%, 1100 fiw ttct 

qrpftnft flwtiT f firtt — 

IS 1654 (»mr 1 ) — 1 904 

1975-1 1-01 1976-10-31 Mt TR TTfffaft * KOtlUIH (STo) TTOPrT TOTTTT (RFW ffw) — 

ftro, TfaX, 5/8 IS : 220-1975 

WTrflftTOT T^ft, JTSTW 

1975-1 1-01 1976-10-31 RTfrrft CTTff^nT (STo ) TPTTTV (tflHK"! ffw) — 

ftro.jfSftftWtssr, 5 / 6 WTXJfl- IS: 1977-1975 
Ptjpt T^ft, Jraro 

1975-10-16 1976-10-15 ft*fRTO CFTTf ftT°, fto fto ^ ffft f TTft RW ftfft 

ftrar 2 4 — h I f dll' : 

(TfrCR-fw) 1. st far* J£«F!T TO — 

IS : 1785 (RTT l)-1966,<fft 

2 . ftrtrTO — 

IS : 1765 (<TPT 2)-1967 

1975-12-01 1976-1 1-30 fctt^T faff ■FTT'tto, 128, TpJlft & eft 4>ra^'f fa ft Wlf^t (ffaft, 

O 4 , *naid-20 (jO, ffat, 5' i Hi <. mH) — 

IS 7 1221—1971 

1975-12-01 1970 11-30 TO 'fcfS’ft ¥o ftTo, HTfalT SltT- 

984 ,RfrTr>rT to f*rrr: tft, IS : 2818-1971 
wra*r TOITC CracraT-3S 


1975-12-01 1976-11-30 


„ 'TOFT f ftt:- 

IS : 1943-1964, 

IS : 2874-1964, 

IS : 2875-1964, 

IS : 2566—1965 ffa 

IS : 3794-1966 

1975-12-01 1976-11-30 SjPTfT fofTf, f £> ftT°, 493/#I, TOffft— 

ft°5t° Tfa, tftPT IS : 3790-1906 


1975-12-01 1976-11-30 


„ TOTTC f fTt — 

IS: 1943-1904, IS : 2874-1964, 
IS : 2875-1964, 13:2566-1965 
IS : 3794-1966 

1975-12-01 1976-1 1-30 i ft*Ft ap f ° , 12, 'TTfafa TO— 

?R,crTmT-15 IS: 2818-1971 

1975-12-01 1976-11 30 ftfo , TT^PT, WflW, TTOT f fft — 

IS: 1943-1964, IS: 2566-1965 
IS : 2874—1964 fft IS:3667— 1966 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3 5, 

?frtFT/rT'T-8 7 6 
1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

19 7 6-11-30 

ft *PJTT ft® ft® 3, VTITT 
0 1 , !T r 44T , H 1 

TSTW ftt Tfftrft ¥7 *57fT — 

IS : 3667-1966, IS : 3668-1966, 
IS : 37 50-1966 IS : 37 51-1966 

3 6. 

#7jr/'T'3'-878 

1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1970-11-30 

ft® 

jrftr 

TETFTftftft— 

IS: 1943-1964, IS : 2566-1965, 
IS : 2874-1964, IS : 2875-1964 
sfft IS : 3 794-19 86 

37. 

Tfapr/t?5T-882 

1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

ftlRfftiTT ft® ft®, TT7T5TT 

7OTT iff fttftlfr 7TT TfqnfT — 

IS : 3667-1966, IS: 3868-1966, 
IS : 3750-1986 tflT IS : 3751-1966 

38- 7fftJT/qTa'-884 
1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

ftw fto, 14 , ^rnfr 
gim tfs, ’PwnT 

TETffftftft — 

IS: 1943-1964lfftIS : 2566-1965 

39. 

iFfrq.Tr/rr5T-9 io 

1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

fttfvpripfto ft®, jftTTT^ 
sfkiqjr, 5pftr 

7£BM' % sfrt — 

IS : 1943-1964, IS: 2566-1965, 
IS : 2874-1964 IS : 2875-1964 

40. 

^ T nr/rr?r_925 

1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

ft ftHT *6° ft'®, 9 4 1 4' 1 

fft ftrftr j7, w»kttt 

irrftftH:rc — 

IS : 2818-1971 

41. 

9ftT7'/rT*T-934 

1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-1 1-30 

trnrrar ^ <rf<> fto, itentf, 

24— < n.^l4'l 

737T* % ftft — 

IS : 1043-1 964, IS: 2566-1965 
IS : 2874-1964 

42- 

lfrfrf/l^T-943 

1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

faHT ft® fto,(5ftft‘T'T 'HITflft 3TT — 
ftn) WVt, 24-TO5T, IS: 2818-1971 

(qrftmnfiTT^) 

4 3. 

ft^n/^-94 6 
1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

fftr 

737T7- iff Tlftrff TiT if3TTr— 

IS : 3667-1966, IS : 3668- 1986, 
IS: 37SO-1966*fftIS:3751-1906 

44. 

Tfnp/qT-9 47 
1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

ft 4T6T Hlfl ft o ft ® i ■n'8 i, 

7,7 <5^, 247T>HT 

HUffTo TJZ — 

IS : 2818-1971 ftft IS: 3790—1966 

45. 

tfftrr/j*T-948 

1964-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-1 1-30 

II 

TOTTftftft — 

IS : 1943-1964, IS: 2874-1964, 
IS : 2566-1965Tfrc IS : 2875-1964 

40. 

ifhpr/mr-9 7 7 

1964-1 1-30 

1975-12*01 

1976-11-30 

ftTTT 7TT7ft?R, 12 8, 

$ftrr jit fft, tutt 

Tt TTTtnftfl iff 

(o. i irftmTT arnfr ) — 

IS : 220-1972 

47. 

tHu^/t^-I 094 
1965-06-08 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 

TTftrT fa5^T ft ® , 
jTTT, rfr^vT 7>r, ftfwiwfr 
(Trfw TTj) 

V7-1 1 1 '.1 /*TFT7> ft, ITT ) — * 

IS : 226-1975 

4 8. 

otim/tq-T- 1 o 9 s 
1965-06-08 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 

FI 

7TCVTT 3T7TTT (flTtfm ftw) — 

IS : 1977-1975 

4 9. 

iff^/i^-iios 

1965-06-30 

197 5-12-01 

1976-11-30 

ft*<r<r fto, (t'oTT®) 

1. TtftrTff-ftfsra (TrfrTrriffTTfT) fwfr 
ft ft^TT, 1100ft?H:TT7>TTftTrff7te?Tr 
Tift — 

IS : 1554 (<TW 1 )— 1 964 

2. <ft tfV (*TTtf THTff enft) 

ftsftt ft ftviT, 6 , 6 fftftto Tl<i'«RI^ 

ftftETTT Tift — 1 







IS : 1554 (*mr 2) — 1970 




50. 1146 
1965-09- 17 

51. fftT^rr/qnpr— 114 7 

1905-09-17 

52. tfttJJr/qw-l 153 
1965-10-12 

5 3. iftrnT/OX- 116 2 
1965-1 1-04 


54. ifiuTf/TST- 1168 
1965-12-03 

55. tf|T^/t*W-1175 
1965-12-09 

56. ^ftTT«T/cCW— 118 6 
1965-12-23 


57. tfttpr/'T'T-iiao 

1966-01-06 

58. TfkR/d7T-l3 59 
1966-11-30 


59. if H^/^-1374 
1966-12-28 


1975-10-16 1976-10-15 TT* TFR foo i 5/2 tfTnTmR (TTRVkW) — 

TtT, ^47, BTTfT IS; 226-1975 

1975- 10-16 1976-10-15 TRTV 0 fao, 1 5/2 *k*RT OTW (llTffm f¥w) — 

t^X Xk, ftXfT IS: 1977-1975 

1976 - 01-01 1976 - 12-31 ^OFT (<frnt) ) ^ — 

xR, ftxR IS: 2791-1964 
^ t mr, *ikT (Rmr) 

1976 - 01-01 1976 - 12-31 Sk JTTo fwo ¥TtnTX fVTTtXft 5141 S'TJT WRf ftrif, 

4xrf, fwo 'n^fr (trwpt) srfsix q^frrfVnr *fk iftw iff qfix 

<tR OljfoPlW 4084: — 

IS : 398-1961 

1976-01-01 1976-12-31 fR ^ 1^6 5 TT° foo, R*TX xR, j 4 tnjRfRrX ’TTW ^TTTT qff 5 fhx wm 

!OT, '•'.’iftrft'l H HW 1 T — 

IS : 398-1961 

1976-01-01 1976-12-31 tTTrY*ftT Ro, 4^7 fW, «|i| Ilk- 2 6 TOT ^ WTJT 2, 4-tft — 

IS : 1827-1961 

1976-01-01 1976-12-31 Sfaftllfk (*Rt) 5TTo ftfo fill <WfV TUX iRw $ f^Ttf 

wftarr ( <NTF , nx) W tok, n ^ ftrf no H tfk xx’trt 
% »rrtx: ir% iji^RPthh ^ ■ttw — 

IS : 398-1961 

1976 - 01-01 1976 - 12-31 (^RT) gfwXT fRipff % fR* fTOT *"T JIT-— 

ftXkqXTTRqfxR, fom% 6 $X IS: 1547-1968 

% qro, *rkr (q’^mr) 

1975-12-01 1976-11-30 wRd'H (tffinTl) 810,0 <J 0T91U1 4?«TX : 

43- <*rc-ffm nfxxTT, h>Ihhh , 1 . >fto ifk tffo ftfRufk <fto *fto ifV# *! 

(5fRmr) «R*tt, xcgiif fkur, 

■qioqTl «tR ijv fik, 2 50/440 wkj 
nk 65o/iioo<frre — 

IS : 3035 (*mr 1 ) -1965 
2. 9 KlVwifH )6 XtftlcT R f>5T^ ITT fiRT 
ik %, <rk ftrf^TcT 7X78, cjprftfnriT 

8111 iff 911 I, Vk 2 5o/440 

*rt^a: tfk 650/1100 4rkr ik tfk 
qik <tR 250/440 "(Re, ihr — 
IS: 3035 (*TrT 2 ) — 1965, nk 
3 . qRk«rnRR Ttfira tfk ■T RRmMti-i 
«kr %w*r, 

w *k, 250/440 tfk 650/1100 

8 rl 6 <i fk 111 — - 

IS : 3035 (»TT 6 3 ) — 1967 

197 5-11-01 1976-12-31 ITR'^Tf Foio, mIoo-Oo !HT — 

^ik^iw x&z, xxjs, qfknr IS: 2129-1962 

»ikre^y fam, (wmsrRr) 

i 976 -u-i 5 fit ikR*r farcr ?o jffa HitfR«u^fR tfftrtr *ftx t fr xfr «fiw5n 
ikm, ftr», TrnnRT, 24 - 4 ?k *Ax w wrt fW — 

qtTHT, qfim wnrcr IS: 1596-1970 


60. tfk|TT/tf5T-143 2 
1967-04-25 


1975-1 1-16 
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6i. Ttr/tTpr— i 43 j 

I 0 G 7- 0 4- 2 5 

1 9 7 5- 12-1 6 

19 7 6-1 2-15 

f^r ° j 3 1 

ixz, 1 6 

inft-WTiflT #fsa #? #0 #0 #0 

t#*T ^ rftT 

W — 

IS : 1 5 9 6- 1970 

62, # IJJT/C^- l 4 5 6 
1907-00-14 

19 7 5- 12-01 

1976-11-30 

STT'T 'fa o , WVfaT. 

5T?%4 2 4 

q"nnTT 

f 

pra 517 sty# PTT’T’P STT4 %, fin*# 
^ *K4JtJT # T'f’TT# 1 5 TOf#T 

2 50#P£- — 

IS 1 2086-1963 

63. #1^/1^-147 3 
1967-07-13 

1975- 12-16 

1 976-1 1-1 S 

(HTo) firo, 

#ww kw, (jttt) tot 

r^jrpT JT*r— 

IS : 131 0 — 19 7 4 

64. #t^/o;r*-i 480 
1907-07-24 

107 5-11-01 

1 976-10-31 

151 1 5TTT5 TTlf#ir o 5fT 0 

foo 27/20 * 5*1 ffr, 

TOmr-700001 

1 . GTmrsrOT# *nw, ##i 

Tfk 23 00 ft# 4tn# Wf — 

IS : 780-1969, #T 

2- mm tt# ^ ffttf, *1** 

1 ?# 2,350 ftr# fr aoo ftr# tw 
tthdi 41 ^ — 

IS : 2906-1969 

6J. ?ft cnr/TTf- 1 5 4 5 
1967-10-09 

19 7 5-1 1-16 

1976-11-16 

*ftrf#Tf#T irfflo, 
srro ffro, gwRin^or #t, 
ITOT4 writf, #HU<l5T-6 

#* fciT ##, 2 . 2 fam 

(3 5 m), 3.7 #rr (5 5 m), 

5. 5 f#TT (7.5 urm) sfft 7.5 

fw ( 1 0 5 m) v * ffiFT 

?1# — 

IS : 3 2 5-1970 

66. ##4/05-1553 
1967-10-25 

1975-1 1-01 

1976-10-31 

Wim rrf#r tp* 

5TTo f#o, #TT0 #1,5#, 

#3T0T JFTTTf (7TR47 f#*r)~ 

IS 1 226-1975 

67. iff M/ 1 # - 155 4 
1967-10-25 

197 5- 11-01 

1976-10-31 

n 

TfTOTT TFTTO (TUHTTW f#T) — 

IS : 1977-1975 

68. # Cnr/lpT- 15 5 6 

1967-1 1-07 

197 5-1 1-16 

1970-1 1-1 5 

fafe*r sito ftr 0 , m* 
ITW qiOTJT, 

'JjtJTUX 1 

^T5T #rr# % *T*j[ ,WT ^ *#< #TO 

# ?TO f#f# #ft# #T #T 
IT# *1# #faft 15,20 *fk 25 
ftr# jrnr>r #— 

IS : 7 8 1 — 1967 

69. iff Vtfa - 1 5 5 8 

1967-1 1-08 

1975-12-01 

1976-1 1-3 0^ 

f*T° (TTotfo) 

^ 0??[f#nirq 5TT7T87 #T fFlTO # #T 
i(^ftrf#r6 -frev — 

IS : 398-1961 

70. #'#/'#- 1-5 6 6 
1967-11-24 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 

STTo t7To,?rftiT 1j r 

#0 ^5fo #0 317T f#fat#JT ^1 q|jn; — 

IS : 562-1972 

71. #1^/1^-1568 
1967-11-24 

1 975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

° ftr ° , nr- 

^T— H'lt, (^Josfo) 

# f5 #. f5R 9T3TT — 

IS 1 501-1972 

72. #rnq-/lpr- 1613 
1968-01-00 

1975-12-01 

1976-1 1-30 

3P4 1 4/ 1 *T«J73 #f , 

*rmTf«m Tnr^fhr ir^ - — 

IS : 2567-1073 

73- #1^/1^-1688 
1968-04-30 

1975-11-16 

1976-11-15 

# oTTTt° ^4R$0Hl, SIT' 1 !!. 

$fMT -4J(JT #H«r^T - 6 

#T ## 5770- #5T, 2 . 2 ( 3 fm) 

#7.5 fa*rr ( 10 ?T9T )5T, "it” ## 

% tto Mi- 
ls : 325-1970 


711 GI/78 — 8 
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74. # ^tfjuvr- 1 8 1 4 

1968- 11-15 

75. rffipr/Rl T-1902 
I 967-01-23 

76. *ft T*r/H<T- 1 9 1 4 

1969- 02-07 


77. ?fr rnr/iTiT- 1929 
1969-02-27 

78. *ftTTR-/tpr~I944 

1 969-03-26 

79. ifrqrr/c^r-2 008 

1969-07-07 


80. iftipT/lpT- 20 70 
1969-09-09 

81. ftftR/ftl-a 0 7 1 
1969-09-09 

82. ftftR/<ET-2097 

69-09-3 0 

83. 7ftR/tE7T-2 1 1 5 
1969-10-10 


1975-10-16 1976-1 0-1 0 17^^61151 (0/jfilft4*l ) 3T° f%£4f OTjftT m afft fftT 

f% a ftO R<s ift 7ft, 4 % 406 — 

fETST IS : 21-1975 

1975-12-01 1976-11-30 STTTlft 15/7 RTjTT flT, af^o [rifo ?fto RETST — 

47ft4T4T4 IS: 561-1972 

1975- 1 1-16 1976-05-31 ft 4TC1T 47a, ftsr- 4ft 4>jft sftrr Rift, 2.2 ftW ( 3 I7T4T 

4TRR 7ft, 4ft H £7- 11 3.7 fw ( 5 ftTl) aftr 5.5 %4T 

(7.5 HT1T), "tr" TftTT 4Pft— 

TS : 325 — 1 970 

1975-12-16 1976-05-31 (ft ftRTR JRf, «j?47T^fft fftiW, irftpr, mfftft ftr SRT — 

ftWRT, 7ft, SPFRT— 4T4f IS : 1310-1974 

ftr° ftrrft 

1976- 01-01 1979-12-31 TlftlTT A&l f%o, RPT <ITR ftlpft 47TTf % ftft JrftftKf 40 4t 

4 J I 5 M I f , 6 |rJ4 5ET7TT ftfa 6 500 ftl % — • 

ftlftTTR (ft^) IS: 2418-1964 

1 975-1 2-1 6 1 976-12-1 5 ft 441441 %41T V* WR7 4TR47RT 4H4i? %ft74 % : 

?ftTrftro,vn*Ho<, 24-Ttrmr 1 . 41414 ! ftfafi sift qt €r ftt 

qfwr ftm qftmR: ; 

(47) 17.47 4lft, 2 5 0/4 40 4ft4, Sift 

650/ 1 1 00 $4 #7 tr^fftftTfir 

■4TEW 4T%, sift 

(w) 47ft:, 49t, 2 50/440 4ft? 

fin 47 lR5jfqf44R <41*147 4T% — 
IS : 3035 ('4T4 1) — 1965 

2. TtftftlTWftr ftfft, ft fair #4 

(47) qWft, 250/440 4ft£ rflr 650 / 
1100 4ft<5 ft 47ft O.ftfR f'1 RR 4T7T471 
4i%, wft 

(ST) 444T 47ft, 44$, 250/440 4154 lift 
< 450/1 10 0 #7 4T%, ft^fafftR 

'TR547f 41% — 

IS : 3035 (414 2) — 1965 lift 

3 . qrwftqftffftftfft 4 ft qi7fft<rn5%ft 
75ft4R 4T% : 

( 4 ?) 7747 47ft, 2 50/440 4>4 7ft R1J- 
fafftR 41Wf 41% — 

IS : 3035 (4T4 3) — 1967 

1975-09-10 1976-09-15 ftRSTtllT 474T4 tft ftftr qio f%<\ 47447 fFTET (RT447 fftw) — 

4T*4%1 ftr ftftrR, Rft RI7T- TS : 226 — 1975 
ftf, <7774X1417 

J 9 7 5- 0 9- 1 6 1976-09-15 ” 4T44T ^RTTcT (414144 fftR) — 

IS : 1977 — 1975 

1975-12-16 1076-1 2-15 JjTft 4ft4T4 ft*TTT yf rT^foftRR 477741 Wft ^7RT4 % 47ft 47% 

714, 0q7 % 9 16 4(%R 14, fftll R^f^llRRR 4 01 77 

ftl (44TT4) I IS : 398 1 961 

1975-10-16 1976-10-15 ftftft fliftft H^rft nft^mf % f%(7 (*774 

ftfo, 4?!l J431if, ftfc Tft447 1 Tfttf Rl^ERfRl), 47r4TR HPft f Rjft 

4f ElMlf T7 EfTft 4T%r, 1 0 Elft 12.5 
f RRft 417ft 4%T7T Sf47Rt — 

IS ; 774 — 1971 



[ari TI--arR ct ( i i ) ] 

(0 

84. #cnr/t^-2 1 1 G 
1969-10-16 


as. knn/ta-2146 

1969-1 1-24 

86. «ttnr/i^r-2175 
1969-12-16 


87- ^Hl^-2177 
1969-1 2-23 


88. WtTnr/ r P'-2 254 
1970-02-26 

89- fltl^/^-231 3 
1970-04-29 

90- ^ftTrer/cr?T-23 23 
1970-0 5-1 3 

91. ^ftrriT/TiTT- 23 77 
1970-07-28 


9 2. Wtrrn/<73-23 95 
1970-08-31 


03. ktra/tja-2427 

1970-10-1 9 


94. krnT/aa-24 2 8 
' 19 7 0-10-19 


ana TT TTHTS : 3TT1JSR. 2 8, 1 97 8/aifrW 6, 1 900 2989 

(5) _ 

G+lt rpak TT-IPI "7T'T * ,J I — 

IS : 2556 (am 2) — 1973, 

IS : 2556 (am 3) 1973, 

IS : 2556 (am 4) — 1972, 

IS : 2556 ('*1*1 5) — 1967, 

IS'- 2556 (aPT 6) — 1967, ak 
TS : 2556 (apT 9) — 1972 

atTrpai — Tpi '1 h 1 d? 4’ — 

IS: 561 — 1972 

1 , afkk #f ; im #ta TtipT WIT, rrif; *Tr 
250/440 #k 6 5 0 / 1 1 0 0 km #sr 
TRTT 37 iptfafnaa % 3TW 31# — 

2- kkk kffcta k 4 afkm tsffa m 161 , 
PTT ak, 250/440 km WS #k IT^- 
f +i r»T I t +i ITT di^ % 3 iMTT 37 #— 

3 . kkk Titan ak cfratrft ka m# 
krn, rjwt aa#, 250/440 km % 
fk£ oajfafkia % amk at#, ak 

4. kkk ’kaa ak arkk kaaR 
aiakr, at# e 5 0/ 1 1 0 0 aim k ii^rat-Pt 
IS : 694 (flw 1 ak 2) — 1964 

aural at# 

1976-01-01 1976-12-31 mrfkR #a?n tyaf "ww# f#o, fk'tafr arrr #w akt # fa^ aw f## 

t/kr^na t#ptt, aiaar, frrtoTT rriraTT, kkn fdra atr tjPficf k 

ana, Ta rrf#aT (no a ° ) ak at# kjfafkrn arw — 

IS; 398 — 1961 

1976-10-31 nkwrkk 17/99 xra arm frwfrak ana nar ark ar^ 
i 976 -io- 3 i wrtr, a.na;<. aarat%f#rT — 

IS : 1989 — 1973 

1976-10-31 #kkkt kkak £a#, 3738-42 Bra^fnntff — 

fkarniam, nwraiwr FS : 3686 — 1966 

19 7 6 - 12-15 amfaroa fkar nt[T tttt tr k 4 ft at k afjnt — 

ka, a^ar aw, fkrr ararari IS: 10 (am III ) — 1974 

1976-12-15 t m arkma is 1 F^:i aia k afkff % f#p af/jat — 

Maka, ytwr atktn, kjr- IS : io(apr 1IT ) — 1974 
aa-i 4 1 

1975 - 12-01 1976-H-30 fa ft^n via h mtiRfr, krn tk, war atj( k ak aSk k|k ak i/wak 

aarwi (kna) # fan /aw rf^a ar ^9,-1637 j nfai^ 

ar ak ark k# # kk 1 0 ak 12.5 
farx nar^ aik ana k kaat — 

IS : 774 — 1971 

1975 - 12 -is 1976 - 12-15 tjkn kn/kr, nifkrR-knm fk, ark sanpfm kfan kkk knaR, ipp 

m^t a?r % am, faanpr, TTfanra ak ak aint ak at#, aat 250/440 
f#o art (nnxm) km ik n^fafaaa aiwi ar# km — 

IS '- 1596—1970 

1975-io-iG 1976-10-15 rawin' anaa smffn f#o, aar aia aaka fret k arr^ ak afra^a 

afak^ fark- 4 1 # f#^ aar man ^ana # a# 33.8 

ak 79 f#3a ara f k aarf (araaa) 
ar# aa % ialarr — 

IS : 3196 — 1974 


1975-1 1-01 
1075-1 1-01 

1975-11-01 

1975-12-16 

1 0 7 5- 1 2-16 


(-) _ (3) _ (4) 

19 75-10-16 1976-10-15 


19 76-01-01 1976-12-3 1 

1975-12-16 1976-12-15 


ijTaakr kawa #=jkrkTa #■> 
fa o , a aanT$ 

Tj/fra-' nakra, afran-kan k* 
asr # aia, fsri> ^tt (^aRia) 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

95. 3^/075-2443 
1970-10-30 

1 975-1 1-0 1 

1976-10-31 

mwr V¥i *rf^T, 

2 4 - TT T PTT, ( T o W ) 

3 (' mi fan 3k ftm <65if 

ftnr) — 

IS : 2552 — 1970 

06. ^fV’tpr/cf5T-24 5 7 
1070-1 1-30 

1 075-1 1-16 

1976-1 1-15 

Ttftv SfTo %o, SfTW 

*rraft *n*\, vrhrr, 

0 T/fll *79! 8 (*f i*iq> ) — 

IS: 22 6 — 1975 

97- tfrtFT/i^-24 5 9 
1970-1 1-30 

1 975-1 1-16 

1976-1 1-1 5 

a 

SRTPTT W (WTEim PPTR) — 

IS : 1977 — 1975 

98. *fttp? , /l’?r-2486 
1970-12-23 

1976-01-01 

1976-06-30 

Tiof' 1 "! srarr 

TRT, far° 

tfippEfr !£5FT TF3T7 — 

IS .’ 561 — 1972 

99. 2 5 0 9 

1971-12-16 

19 75-12-16 

19 76-12-15 

;rrftoiT¥-ten¥ tte, jmm Ttfa?r fam; tfNtfft sftwrr 

Jirift 6R7 tmr, fWnr, 250/440 «fter tik g 5 o/ 1 too 

Hifiiiu, ftro (jpfTm) 3* qijftTftm wm arift — 

IS : 3035 (*mr i) — 1905 

100. tflrpT/t{*T-2 5 13 
1971-01-21 

1075-12-16 

1976-12-15 

u 

'fpffrft Trftrr »rrft »qjft «rrft fkRfr i 
%«P5T, 1 lOonr^rrfTrG’iGTOn' > 1 # — 
IS: 1 554 — (*mr 1 ) 1964 

101. lftqiT/^- 2583 
1971-03-10 

1 975-1 2-1 6 

19 76-12-15 

ifW 5TTo 

317 , rk, Tfapret 

18 (wf^OTTTj) 

3k qftft kw 3k?, 5 . 5f%rr(7. 5 urn) 
fpr, V kfr^KnrrTk. — 

IS : 325 — 1970 

102- ^ltpr/^fT-2634 
1971-03-29 

1975-12-01 

1976-1 1-30 

J jT r fq<f5f i*IHl ftTOjlfrHI (ffoRo) 

‘fkftft rtfEm p'-pt ot Tr% wTttr wk 

’afarrfijcT tjqfiprppnT •rrwT ttA — 

IS : 694 (*tH 2 ) — 1964 

103. rf^/^-2672 
1971-04-28 

1 975-1 2-01 

1976-1 1-30 

ftw 3* %», 493/fft/t7, 
3kVfnr, (ffianr fWfT 

SdtH 1 , *61 H>4^T — 

IS : 4900 — 1969 

104. tftt£n/<T*r-273 8 
1971-08-16 

1 975-12-01 

1976-1 1-3 0 

fftrar, 43 , 
irfwr, OrfrTKPf 

(tfvmi) 

‘ft 3t Tftfrftw (»rrft ^)-) 

TrfvrftiftfCTT nooiftyzcw — 

IS : 1 554 («Trr l)— 1964 

105. ^fNJT/O^r-2 74 2 
1971-08-18 

1 9 75-0 8-1 6 

1976-08-15 

frr 0 , fafrm 

ft 

vite: 574WT % ftp! Jirt ttFTRT 

IS : 1786 — 1900 

106- 3^/1^-2773 
1971-09-16 

1975-12-01 

19 76-1 1-3 0 

ft v ° ftf 0 ; v\^y, 

1. iftlk T6TT ^ fftrr TiTH fir 

^TTf — - 

IS : 3966 — 1967 Wk 

2. Ttft mft Ttft *n^ ^ fk — 

IS : 3964 — 1967 

107. 33^/1^-2 79 8 
1971-11-05 

1 975-1 1-16 

1976-1 1-1 5 

°l f^THT (^rr°) ftro, IH , 

s’ 1 ^ jtcpt i 

OTt % ct®^ fk Kfroft % Tfinpr 

TTTTPft % f 5' q 1 f — 

IS ■■ 2202 (?rPT l) — 1973 

108. 33^/^-2807 
1971-11-11 

1975-1 1-16 

1976-1 1-15 

^ftrPi^fVT ^^4 5TTo 

H'1+V, 

*6TRT (iTFW — 

IS : 226 — 1975 

109. 3Yl!?r/'T5T-28 08 
1971-11-11 

1 975-1 1-1 6 

1976-1 1-15 

>1 

WT'TTr^FfRT (0TWT<.H| pPFT) — 

IS : 1977 — 1975 

110. 33fR/(7*r-2 822 

1971-11-29 

1975-12-01 

19 76-1 1-3 0 

ft srrrr^r ftr^j sryr (t® 

T^rr* (^j^Kin ) 

2 , 4-tf wrfknr, ?TT7frtft — 

IS : I486 — 1969 

1 1 1. 3ttnr/<^-283 8 
19 71-12-14 

1 975-1 2-16 

1976-12-1 5 

firfr Ttf^r f*m f*r°, ^rcfr 

^ftelPT TFT>, 

(?TfWn¥) 

stf\ *nkft ?PTnT Rkrt ptR' wpt 

fm ; — 

IS : 1 786 — 1066 
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1 2 


3 


4 


5 


e 


1 1 2. ?m^T/rrM--2 8 53 

1971- 12-23 

113 . tfVr'r/tnr-2909 

1972- 02-14 

1975-12-0 1 

1976-11-3 0 

^■4,450 T oft ffipPHT ifj ft'TOH 

f o 3-fV, ftfe, 

EFiPJT, HEFT- 5 3 

HRiW TTHTT— — 

IS ■■ 564 — 1961 

i5rrt wt| ft nff fkr ft fifr tot 

arort to ?r<rf qmt, 12.5 fkro *r*rrf 
Hirft 95TJT ft rfprt — - 
IS : 774 — 1971 

1975-12-0 1 

1976-1 1-30 

ti% trra fr irt, wnrorH, 

1TOTH (30 Ha) 

114. tfftpr/trw-2920 
1972-02-18 

1975-1 1-01 

1976-10-31 

f Ami r -hldl ^<04 , 28-ft, 

^ ifl *fWT to, 

+HT15I-10 

hto ft qfeft f 

f '058 — 

IS : 10 — 1970 

1 1 5. ^ftl^/triT-301 5 

1 972-03-3 0 

1975-12-16 

1 976-12-1 5 

qt?r wt, mftwniH 

fVfftfr ftfatr ukrEn; wk farn tfnr eft, 
^WtT 240/440 fT~C HI trijf7|kr?riT 
HTOft hto — 

IS ; 694 (3TTO 2) — 1964 

116. ?fltf’T/'^W--3 076 

1 972-0 5-3 1 

117. tft^/lTlT-3 081 

1972-06-01 

1975-12-0 1 

1976-11-30 

8ft fHpTTH 62, TS"4£- 

4T8T 1W, HEtf W JT, f ipsffc- 2 2 

HTTO HTH trirj f o, fTj^jT; 

0 -1 24'4VI*11 

(qo fo) 

aff ttvet ^fr ttbttc — 

IS : 561 — 1972 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

toe front! , topi ftf-io onfiE asoikJ 

jsnro 8i4 toj 1 ! ft 77 }, qjpt f 4i iy it 
4l'rf*l. Ttft — 

IS : 2675—1966 

118- tfl^/qST-3 104 
1972-07-14 

1975- 12-0 1 

10 76-1 1-3 0 

fko, 4 1 4 . VI T [f 1 

Tisflnfr, TtMT-S85005 (HoJto) 

TITI Tffet 

1 l.fl^TRqttffipreqf^tyTTk^ik^nt 
f MH41 qffr, 4^41 

2 . wr, 3 fk 050/ 

) ioofiirc^8ft%4rnTfiiTW — 

IS: 434 (tm l) — 1964 

119. *ftipT/tJ5r-3 1 16 

1972-08-01 

1976-01-01 

1976- 12-31 

qrafTOf 5^ kfttrr^t tftt- 
Y;,nTnp*&nR%m fw 

TO 

qffjq 'mtrffq eh — 

IS 1301 — 1974 

120. ^ftt^l/iTW-3 20 2 
1972-1 1-01 

1975-11-01 

1976-10-31 

HTTT T*q»fr, 223, feftpnt 

fm, 

wh Hfnff f ftnt 300 fftfV htth 
m% ■S'lft 1 f H9?H — 

IS : 780 — 1969 

121- ^fnriT/ir^-3 224 
1972-1 1-28 

197 5-12-01 

1976-0 5-3 1 

f^Ii4.9 fko, HFTHT fosl 0 fflfl-'f , 
f*T o wf\ 

•ftiftwl hot fftnffto spr^T qrm — 

IS : 562 — 1972 

122- ^ft^/^-3226 
1972-11-28 

197 5-12-01 

1976-11-30 

11 

fYftft fftrffto ^ w-t — 

IS 565 — 1961 

123- ^11^/^-3 236 
1972-1 1-30 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

11 

HTEtikm qnntfw ifst eh — 

IS: 2567 — 1973 

124- *ftH*fft*T-3242 
1972-12-07 

19 7 5-12-16 

1976-12-15 

Ttf HHT ffWott HT o fof o , Hid f o 

1 7, 5T»f H5TTT 7 : TtH, Ckt (q^T- 

£itm<TT 4fl T 6HtH Pnrfl f r^tT qcr 7?FS|H 

— 

IS : 335 — 1972 

125 $KFlW-3M3 
1972-12-07 

1 975-12-16 

1976-12-15 

Toks E5t(fj4,oi tft e f^T o , 

hr no i4, 

j$z, ■fro fm, 

(qo),TRrC-58 

frq 'Sfl trot *rVP, 0.37 ftro ( 0.5 
pirn) tr 3 . 7 Ifni ( 5 $tn) nr ht% 
’kfr opt — 

IS : 325 — 1970 

126- tfI^/W-3248 
k 1972-12-08 

127. rfHpr/HW-32 55 
k 1972-12-l 1 

1975-12-15 

1076-12-15 

lr /6' 5, 

tild7, 1 '’•tf fiuH 'fl 'TEH IF. 
f%To 

i-.. r\ ^ f' 

•ft :• =qT8pp fktsqra % fk xm 

'I'^irkw HtWP — 

IS : 398 — 19 61 

#T Jffe?, 3 . 7 ffHT ( 5 ?m) 

HT, "i" 4ft % opfl — 

IS : 325 — 1970 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 

Mi TFT T^TOj 

Hiro hit stuqftrr, iETTwre- 

3 7 (4TFH S&Ht) 



2992 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : OCTOBER 28, 1978/KARTIKA 6, 1900 [Part If— Sec. 3(ii)] 


l 


2 


3 


4 


.1 


6 


12 8. ?frpr/qW-3 25 8 

1972- 1 2-12 

12 9. lfrrnT/iRT-3 2(12 
1 9 72-12-19 

130. tit (TR/rT?T-3 2 89 

1973- 01-03 

13 1. 1/^-3 28 3 

1 9 73-0 1-08 


13 2. qtr/qsr - 3 2 8 4 

1973-01-08 


1 975-12-16 1976-05-3 1 «ft faafll Jlf TsWTlftPT I hW, filT- 8? irm — 

rcr fnr, Swirl IS sos — i96i 

1975- 12-16 1976-1 2-15 St'S'sH 7 % fa TOU ft 8 «, trf^R RPRT’ftR 51 — 

RTT3 Ro 3 aft, TflfT^RTT IS: 13 10 — 19 74 

v^rmT, Rirm -53 

1 975-10-0 1 1 976-09-30 fc TI%ITW fcfaTOTT ifa, tpR RT^ST — 

I 3-<r HfRTir jlw SJTJT (faft- IS : 1308- 1 9 74 

dlM ) 

1976- 01-0 1 1976-12-31 5'fiPH TOW Vo f%To ifW flWTT, Tiff TtfSRT, flTO TOUT V' faw — 

|rr<TlR TTHH:, yiT- 1 3 HURT ifcefllflS ITT,! 

(i) (ii) (iii) 

(ap) wtftlPT- 
f7R »fr fair w 
ifTrtr sfroi r*rr 
^”RT 

1. Tl? 2 S o/ 44 0 "I 

i uftWITT ffl^ I lit? RT 

tftT 6 5 0/ f r^ffaftTmT 

110 0 RfR: J 

2. Si if *ftT „ „ 

3. RtfpO! ,, „ 

4* ®-«rT<Frr J T ? ? , F ,j ft 

(or) tf*nfwTT 

TTIlftW TOW 

fi. SfTOlSftW ,, „ 

(r) iftWlfOTT 

6. 1JIRT TOT#!, 260/4 40 flTO faff 

W. ift 

7. JTST^r Tjt? 250/440 firo frteT 

% in ) -i itpt 

8. Si if 7TKTT 

mrftrftriT (mr- 

WWi % ftnr) 

TS : 43 4 (»tpt i tftr 2 ) — 19 64 

1976-01-0 1 19 76-06-30 SfWR %5RT S" fw°, %ST=r fftw STRUT ^ 'ft SI ift TtflTR Smi — 

isfajow gSf- 1 3 swtt Tirifarii irw 

(*) (ii) (iii) 

(n) 'ftosftorfto 

Tlftm : 

1. RiR TOT TrW 2 50/440 ~) 
(fariiirfa-Riw) ttwitYt I citwT m 
2- Rf V\r, TO 6 8 0 / 1 1 00 
( cfV t? o 0 StW 
WftTOTT) . 

3 . otw r?tt, 250/440 ftrtfnmi 

tftiti irfa tffa: iter 

itt rtr ira- 
(<fr<>4Vo#o 
*TtW5TT ) 



6 


[faro II--OT* 3 ( ii )] 

1 2 


13 3. ^^[1^-32 8 5 
1973-0 1-08 


134. (ft ^/OTT-3286 
1973-0 1-08 


135. (ftf*r/<T*r-3292 
1973-0 1-08 

138- (ft trrr/pi^r— 3 29 4 
1977-0 1-09 


1 37- *ff tnr/tpr- 3 3 5 3 
1 973-03-1 2 


138- (ft rrTT/tTTT-3 37 9 
1973-04-00 

139. (ft irjT/cr»r-3 39 6 
1976-04-30 

1 4 0. (ft tTJr/q?r- 3 4 3 4 
1973-06-08 


«TR6 rt T.TX'TX : *l*jaR 2 8, 1 9 7 p/OTfaV 6, 1 9 0 0 


3 4 5 
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1 976-0 1-0 1 


1970-01-01 


4. XTX.ffaf, 

(fa ftR-cRXl 
TOT (ftofto 
ft ^frant) 
(rfax Tfax 
(«r) cfYo^Vt-OTt o 
ftfax OTftx (TR : 


6. ftXTTR 

ffa ffa 
xr tr arm 
(fro afr ?fto wfar 
<tr) 


2 50/44 0 


J 


faf xim 


6. frjfa, (fart 
(faxnrmxm) 

IS: 694(<TT>Ti tfkii) — 1964 


19 70-1 2-31 fa fffXX f o fvT o , ifcXX 1 1 0 0 f OT W XOT «[T(T (((jfafalfJT 

JT3X, OTrmT x&z, (rtf % xtxtt ofax, fr fr fr frfax 

■far- 1 3 ( «rtfr toff *r fan ) faxft % %(W — 

IS : 1 554 ('8Pli)-1964 


1976-12-31 „ (*rr ffa fVc ftf*: ftr, w:, rr^fafaxir 

% 4rw< xrx xrftvrrfaffa frftm 
TEftT «ff ?ft OTOTR fXH — 

IS : 1596-1970 


1975-12-01 1976-1 1-30 fa fafftfOTT TJX <5 o fao, ffam- TRIX % ffa — 

Tlfr WOT fOTn-fpnflr (fo IS: 3984-1967 
ftiw) 


1975- 12-01 1976-1 1-30 rjffanfa fOT(T fa o , ffjOT trpftft, (TfairnX ftOTtTT ^faq 11( 0 f.56 vfa 

hott, (JT» JTo) tm rnrfafRTR xtxxt (fax, fa f fi 

TtflTX ffa ft ft ft ifiOTR — 
TS : 4286-1967 

frf fr qift (Rf % fair <rx Txrx xfa 
'mfhs'nfatffa ft xfaxt (ttst 

6 fao ITT o fTrfV 0 ffa THOTT 2 5 fa ft 
XX (ITjfat xl(f (?T?X xrft— 

TS : 3076-1968 

1976- 01-01 1976-12-31 fagR fXX f°, XfaTXTX ftT, gf qTjfafaiR f XRTX ffa Tf(qRr ft 

OTXT-1, (fafR) XR OT (Pjfaf-WX OTC — 

IS : 3 9 8-1961 


1975-12-01 1976-1 1-30 fffa TOT TfgTftX fo, in, 

fax, TmxxT— 

700009 


1975-1 1-01 1976-10-31 XTX \ *(^fa, 7231, (fat *T¥- fR wffaT (ETXlfax) faf (T31X2-- 

faxr, froi^ far, OTTrwjn IS: 3564-1970 

(HR XTOTT, ffoft— 6 


1975-06-16 19 76-06-15 ijofo fx f J(ftx, fto £t° ft», 1, fait fffax t X T>TX (fafat fafax 

(TXX(R ff f falT (001-9 Tift fr falT — 

IS : 3537-1907 

2, (JOT f (Rif XrX7, farR fafax XX 

TtXX, (T^fafaiTX, -T lilTOllT im.XT — 

IS : 5660-1970 

3. i pnft fx qq, mxrft fr faro; <fi3 15316 
f (Pfa arPTT, ^JTR fafarx SOTOT — 
IS : 1 322- 19 70 
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1 2 

3 

4 5 

0 

141. *fr ir*r/H*T— 3540 

19 73-09-12 

1 9 75-1 1-16 

19 76-05-1 5 'Flfl 'M % o, 1 5 *rt M, RRTT 
tit, 9.^4 MR (uF<fll«n ) 

5W Rf tffr Rtfl Rg RRlH frR, STIT 
3 , M fa I %• ffafa Rfa — 

IS 1322 — 1270 

142. *ft Tr/it^-3561 

1 9 7 3- 0 9- 2 H 

19 75-10-01 

1976-09-30 fafffcrT RIRTR Vf 

pTa, TTT8TTTT, TTT^ft, fMfl 

-42 

T’frf RWR % frR gfl jjftff ^rqiTT 

8?T RffRT-- 

IS : 1 786- 1966 

143. tfl tnr/TT- 3573 

19 73-10-19 

19 75-1 1-0 1 

1976-10-31 'TT3^ (STTc. ) fro, 70 

tit, M irrfw, $r«m- 
(<t® «r°) 

^RRR RlRl frrr «S«fI I, RTX«T 3 0 0 

MI tw rt-jr wt-- 

1S : 780- 1969 

144. *fl rrqju^- 3 5 8 3 
1973-10-3 1 

1 975-1 1-0 1 

1976-10-31 tM tMt fro, sft-2, Wlf 

17 TfT TTf^iTT trfM RIRJT- 
16 

RRfa & qfr tr Ml Rfr % frrr grtt- 
S>R <fl ff) RRT TT^T : 

1. 1 1 0 MI RF Rl^R 5flr 5R1R 

4 ftrwi /fc *fl a tftr 

2 . no MI nr Rifsr r”|t wi 

6 ftr nr |r ifr E — 

IS : 4985-1968 

3. SWUftflt fcRR?fr % m 7 

«frfl,*fl£t, 3 0 0 Mi *ftr seoM — 
IS : 1726 (RTR 2 )- 19 74 

14 5. Rl iriT/iTsr-3596 

19 73- 1 1-1 3 

19 75-1 1-15 

19 7 8-1 1-1 5 *tRlRT R1RTR T’ftf, 3 MrtAt 

tit, ifa-Rfa— 590002 

OTRt Rl| f ^<3 Htfr v fal *fl7 «4«FR 
RRTt,Rltft, fioo ftftfr trk 5 e 0 M> 
IS: 1 726 (RTR IV)- 1976 

149. 3 60 0 

1973-1 1-14 

1975-1 1-1 6 

19 7 6-H-15 >{Mr rt^r «frrrR rrt, 

Wnor 

#r fr ft IfrRRFjTT-- 
IS : 564- 1961 

147- *fl irir/iTT- 3 60 0 
1973-1 1-28 

19 75-12-0 1 

1976-09-15 rrfr rPir Mr Omr srr° fro, 
TWROR, (§fM>TT) 

rtrrt trrr % rr Sr im M. >fM 
ftfa (rirt f>r?*r) — 
IS: 6914-1973 

148- rft 11^/^-3607 
1973-1 1-28 

1 976-1 2-01 

1976-09-16 SRTR Refr TlfrR fa?R RTofro, 

twrrt, (gfrmwrr) 

RTMRT WI % RR ?! R?RR % M TTTF 
iftrt »fr «tt^T Wrt (maiTor M»r) — 
IS: 6915- 1973 

149. ift CrtrJrrrT- 3609 
1973-1 1-28 

1 9 75-1 2-01 

1970-11-30 stftth' wf, <ftf* anw 

?fo 7 , <. 

(^) 

% M «fft TftftJTt- - 

IS . 5456- 1969 

150. Rt irir/TT— 3 83 5 

1 973-12-13 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 rMI ttr*Ir, 6 -ir, 'jfTirr $rr 
for, rririrMR-rr, RM- 
T^T-ie 

7 . 5 Mr ( 1 0 fr ot) ^ vI, 'V' 

% frrr-r MI, M ■M Ttjt jtM — 
IS : 325-1970 

151. RlM fl^T 3 63 7 
1973-12-13 

1 9 7 5-12-16 

1976-12-15 TMRnMMfro/TMiRRtT 11 
'Sffr (%TR w) 

im % *7 ir Mrr % M »Mtt 

fWTW % I 3 lf Mt fFT (rft^ 

fw)- 

IS : 6914-1973 

152- «tlF/^-3638 
1973-12-13 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 ,, 

ITT^'n T^TT^ % It % flfl^ ^1^9 

TPimr % y^rit Me (urmTTJT 

fMr)— 

IS : 6915-1973 

153. iff 1^/1^-36 43 
1974-01-07 

1976-01-01 

1976-12-31 MTPTirT ¥Tl(fs 3 | (RTo) 

fro, ^trwr tit vIMr 
wr, rjttr -43 (rMrt$) 

ftM! ^ TT’fMf % wi — 

IS : 2148-1968 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

15 4- Tp w/W-3 7 1 0 

1 974-02-08 

1 97 5-1 1-0 1 

1976-1 0-3 1 

oftft fwTToft, 216, cwwfur 
^Fry:-4 4000 8 

frrm ooft/ft oftr foftft 

5t — 

IS : 221 4~1962sfrr 

fftwr ifnr^r, ftftrnft ?ft — 

IS : 2318-1963 

15 5. tfl’W/^-3 848 

19 7 4-05-3 1 

19 7 5-12-1 6 

1976-12-1 5 

fVoftl IT o 92 

ft, Tft^rH V&Z, 

'tfwft ##, wnrf-67, 
(mrro^r) 

ft ft ftftfao (*nxr vmf %fftr) (fftrr 
iffpr *rft ftnrft % oft % owf 

ft/ro, 1100 ftre nftfarft ftrcor ft ftft- 
IS : 1554 ( »mr 1 )— 1 9 64 

15 6. ft Tttt/t6!T-3 5 89 

1973-1 1-0 5 

1975-1 1-1 6 

1976-1 1-15 

5TTo ftr o 7 

fTJW V&Z, fOVVmmdi'W-4 

ftftftjno TTTjftTpm % Tft — 

IS ■- 205-1966 

1 57. ft TFT/ftT-3943 
1974-04-10 

1975-09-16 

1976-09-15 

ftfJWT T^TiftlT**! fa®, 
ftw, ftfTW Tft, 

ftoft 

ft ft ft, ooftftr — 

IS : 563-1973 

159. ftftr/<T4T-3957 

1 974-09-19 

1975-10-01 

1976-09-30 

TTW $ft !TTo ftTo, 

TTTJTT fn, fftnjfwUT, (swr) 

stpt iwift % Prrr *rft ?ft ft wf- 

T 1 

IS : 1303-1960 

159- ftrnr/tT4T-398 5 
1974-10-04 

1 975-10-16 

1976-10-15 

fawt stphot ot ftfar^o(jrro) 
pTo, afro fto tir, OTfWn- 
IfiT (T°5r°) 

ftftj TT¥W ft fftl <ft Hftft, ffttTT 
TWO "A ftftTT — 

IS : 1786-1966 

160. tftlHr/tTW-3 9 88 
1974-10-04 

1 9 7 5-10-1 6 

1976-05-1 5 

fto ft° Tft^ftr, oft mw 

TTo 33, 

ft ft it wo W — 

IS : 564-1961 

161. #irit/^W-3989 

1974-10-16 

19 7 5-10-1 5 

1976-10-15 

•f*nr uft, Trow*: — 5*n j - 

fftrr-wwT (ftsrrr) 

TTTWTT TWO (WW faw)-- 
IS : 226-1975 

192- ft Tpr/llST-3990 

19 7 4-10-16 

1 9 7 5-1 0-1 6 

1976-10-15 

ij 

ftwr two (*rram Pwft— 

IS : 1977- 1975 

193- l^T/r^T— 3 991 

1974-10-14 

1975-10-16 

1976-10-15 


TTTW1T TWO % ¥9 if (WW fftW) 
ft fftj OnftT TWO ft TOft 
fftfto <01 (oWT fftTO) — 

IS : 6914-1973 

164- ^'T*T/ t ^-3992 
1974-10-14 

19 7 5-10-16 

1976-10-16 

j 1 

OTOpn TWO % ¥9 % 4W % fftTT 

wft two ft root fftro v rr 
(HratwftTTr) — 

IS: 8915-1973 

195- ^fl^/i^-4004 
1974-10-28 

1975-10-16 

19 7 6-10-1 5 

T0T5T ftft OO TftHpTti, 

sTTTC 0° 36 ft, *W, <0- 
X&Z, OWfft fftTT 
ftftn (90 ftmr) 

TtlWTT TWO % TPT If % ftlT 

OTWO TWO <1 root fa%? 4»T6: 
(trmr ftw)— 

IS : 691 4-1973 

196. ftftTTjT^O-400 5 
1974-10-26 

1975-10-16 

1976-10-15 

jj 

TTI^W TWO % W It % fftq. 

two- or m of t^ 

(iTTTTRWftW) — 

IS : 6915-1973 

71 1 01/78—9 
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167. HT CT^r/rri5T— 4014 
1974-10-3 l 


168. tfrnFT/lfW-4024 
1974-10-31 

169. rtTr/T^r— 4, 0 2 7 
1974-1 1-05 


170. fff ^/^~402 8 
1974-1 1-05 


171. #1^/1^61-402 9 

1974-1 1-05 

172. #Tir»r/q7T-403 0 
1974-1 1-05 

173. #t , tpr/t(<T-4032 

1974-1 1-05 

174. #TlpT|q7-r-4041 

1974-1 1-16 


175. #1071/1^-4042 
1974-1 1-16 


176. #1^/1^-40 51 
1974-1 1-12 


177- jftlR/TT-40 00 
1974-11-19 


1975-1 1-01 1976-10-31 


176- #l'Fl/lH-40 61 
1974-1 1-25 


1975-10-16 1976-10-15 


1975-1 1-16 1976-1 1-15 


1975-1 1-16 1976-1 1-15 


5TTPT TlpEr RT° 

t# o , 9 51 H 4#!i, 4 7 -0 


1-fRTiT 

*1 Id #*Tj WTnfPJT T'TATTT- 

700002 

-7 5TR77T 1 Ij^S 7#PT 4 7# 
flT o , UnT-TpI f'H Tn, 4716#, 
sF? 


1975-1 1-16 


1976-1 1-15 


1975-1 1-1 6 1976-1 1-16 


1975-1 1-16 1976-05-15 


1975-11-16 1970-1 1-15 


t*wt T'i'TRTT#4T (srro) 

f#o,riT!f Tts, TPTJT, 24 

'TT’ETT 

’“RfT [rto) 

Pro, 233 / 1 , ##mr irm 

tA'l v TIT , 4,'.TAt1i 

Pr frfPT inrcfPr Pro, 1 7/ 1 s, 
urif *r#s, sftTr 

(qfr<T4r),TRf-4ooo56 

HIT (RT°) f#o, TfTPJ 

kr# % TmPi’Tk 

4 H 91 4 1AA Pf o 4 4*1 3 1 


TrrfWf # farm % Pr# ynprn 
TfK TTrf^ <EorPrat % 
pr^ t» 55 S ja .Mn, 0 sk 

SO Cr, IV a3 — 

IS : 3431-1965 

tfWiFrr tjtsti % prcf twth 4 

— 

IS 1 2925-1964 

#-mn Hmr $ # ptn 

4 fTHTT % flraz, 

> 7 # Prfknrf (rto’e Petr)-— 

IS : 2630-1975 

HTHirr wmr % tfr # juto Pettit 
% Pitt Ti^'] V49 fci 4 f 4 Hd , 
it# prpEPrt (TTrariTTr f4nr) — 

IS : 2631-1975 

^JTTT 3rcftrT % PfITj 5T4% v 4 4 4 if# 

— 

IS : 4663-1968 

TJ-ri 3WlTf 4 pPT, qo(% TW¥ #7 T# 
#r — 

IS : 4663-1968 

###1 sfe#f % Tifrrftw 4 #te #k 

— 

IS : 2548-1967 

# 73*07 ^PTm 4 ter # % D?ttt i 

tt# 4- xHmr #7 jrr^f flnfc 
(reth? Petr) — 

IS : 6914-1973 


1975-1 1-16 1976-1 1-15 


1975-1 1-16 1976-1 1-15 


1975-12-01 1979-1 1-30 


1975-12-01 1976-1 1-30 


„ TfT’PTT *HTTTT 4 W # TpTTiT 4 PlT^ 

47 4'1 4^91(1 % T'-TA f BPi'i #415 

(TTraimPiiTir) — 

IS : 6915-1973 

# <P # HT7 97 0 Pro, fkTHWT#! qT#l #HT£#k Tlftw #k #1 #1 #1 #pT- 
TWTH ( HW kT# ) Tf^TTT^ STT ^nur * 413 # 4k ifrr 

^Tk C^PlPm MTETrt TIT# — 

IS : 1 596-1970 

9#^ TFTT ? Jfto ^ A 4 H ^4 tTTJpTpTTfTf i# 'TfHTfT — 

|T# (q#TT #dT.lll?J|'Jr IS: 398-1961 
5tt°Pto 41 vrrar) , ttttr #<? 

102 , Hftnr 4mrrkfkr f^- 

TEST Pro, H^TKTTT 
on00 4t Si+m, #otffo, 

6Tf7:,q-a#t (g#), irRnf -59 

ijRr^ 5f6T7T f/ 4 , ftirfiRfr: im ?tprr wfT 4 P=nr tttct 

?sr>-j05T '^TTTd TpjrT#f f%4 ?I*TR U^plPfTfH Hk fTHTTl 

Pro rPt (tf^nr) up uPt; iiTjroPniTT — 

IS: 396-1967 



[■^rnr II — htt 3 ( ii )] 

PITS ^TITJiqiT : 28, 1 978/^lf%» 6,1900 

2997 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

179. ?ftlT)T/lT^-4063 
1974-11-2 5 

1975-12-01 

1976-04-30 

*5fr IfT° f4°, WWP6 

tot t4t 4° i, yff 

Spf sVgrfV, 40 00 67 

h i ^ ^ jtt — 

IS : 4323-1967 

160. 4ttpT/rjTr-40G9 
1974-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1 976-1 1-30 

s^o fro c^rte 

5tIof^o, ^fpspT 

Ol^'^ (T°5f° ) 

TfOWT TPT — 

IS : 1971-1972 

181. ^fIirn/^r-4070 
1974-11-26 

1975-1 2-01 

1976-11-30 

II 

Xi^X *TST — 

IS : 3062-1974 

182- lit 1^1^-4071 
1974-11-26 

197 5-12-01 

1976-1 1-30 

II 

ToWfarr f®? fir 4s — 

IS : 3652-1974 

183. 41^/^-40 7 2 
1974-1 1-26 

197 5-12-01 

1 976-1 1-30 

fa £T*!T TTW, 1 4 -it, i*- 

fe^r TWnj frr, 

'jpTlTJ STfa TO 4t^fa sofas TRUST— 
TRTTST- - 

IS : 2845-1964 

184. tftl£lT/lT*r-407 5 
1974-1 1-28 

1 975-1 2-01 

1976-1 1-30 

^ 4t 7 *rr? f4ftr4r, 

qfiml 4s4 ‘fr’ 4ftrr 
tp=>j% w4t far, s^farr- 
390002 (tjstrt) 

47 4) # frfsiTT : 

1. IJTPftT, nflSTH 4lT faST igfa 
Sl4, 250/440 4lTT *4 t P40/ll00 
4faT 3TT % RF^i fa l-l ^ H TTSfaf 
^ l^i - 

2- tft?^ 4fa SOt, 650/1 100 tfRT 
ifa, tTlJjftfOTPT ^TTprt an% : 4fa 

3. tffa 4fa, 4tWl, 6 5 o/ 1 1 00 4tW 

Ifa, foo 6 *8 1 'I 4l q l 

IS : 694 (SPT II )— 1 9 64 

185. 4tipT 1^-407 6 
1975-11-28 

1975-12-01 

1976-11-30 

ll 

41 41 41 Ttfarr (si4t Tn4f% ftp?) 
fasrft % noo «fte nm 

TRfafar 4tT5ST T#l — 

IS •• 1554 (WPT I )— 1 96 4 

186 . *ft<78'/<7Sr-4Q7 7 

1974-1 1-28 

1975-12-01 

1978-1 1-30 

it 

opfr 4 <ttw4t frfisw 4fa 41 41 41 % 
WtWT %JPS, 2 50/440 44l 4* 
t^jfVPppT 'rravf — 

IS : 1596-1970 

187- WV Crrr/t^-407 8 

1974-1 1-28 

197 5-1 2-01 

1076-1 1-30 

v 

5iwt Ttfira %jrt — 

1 . 414141 Ttftrn- trk 414141 «ft*mr 
250/440 4 tpt 4fa 650/1100 

4'l ft ^^444mH 3fTTT5Tt 

IS : 3935 (wrl)— '1965 

2. 9T4^rr?i!fnT frftRi 4\r tmft — 
j*nr4fa ^tmrr, 250/440 41rc 
tfa 4: htj44wt ►rrsTli m% — 

IS ; 3035 (PPT III )— 196 7 

188- tftipT/^-4079 

1 974-1 1-28 

1975-12-01 

1926-1 1-30 

►41 tip 4444*4471 *£o 

V-q^V 1 !, Sfll4 'PIT 

^fasT ) , vrfarr- 4 

srtri if4rr 4rr 4 

’ql'A 3 1 ■ — 

IS : 4246-1972 

189. tfyt^r/qrr-40 80 

1 974-12-12 

397 5' 12-01 

1976-1 1-30 

HTT 511*43 fq-f, (TAHITI 

mw frwToft ) tr^rfr ftw- 
Vffr) t^*4t fPWVPft % c fl#, 

ITTJH Ofa, *TRf-7 4 

■ ^irrwoT 4 It f^ri^STf % farr wr 

TtHP 

IS : 3 3 5-1972 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

190. tfttnr/qiT-40 8 3 

1 9 7 5- 1 2- 1 G 

1976-12-15 

^rtr (if^TT ) , tf-28. 

, Tmroffr for it — 

1974-12-12 




IS : 13 1 0-1073 

19 1. tft^/W-40 84 

19 7 5-12-16 

19 7 6-12-15 

It 

ttTHTfsttiTTr TTtrtNiRt fEr it — 

1074-12-12 




IS: 2567-1973 

192. 4085 

1 9 7 5-1 2-1 6 

1 9 7 6-12-15 

1 J 

l^tjt TTTirT TTtnrffiT ITT — 

1974-12-12 




IS : 4323-1 967 

103. #trtr/r^l-4087 

19 7 5-1 2- 16 

19 7 6-1 2-1 5 

faff trntrw nm 

qmtff ffsr it — 

1974-12-12 



TfT, wtjt 

IS: 6439-1972 

19 4- tft<PT/l[*r-408 9 

1975-12-16 

19 7 6-12-15. 

fairfdT 517° foo, 

ff tfr tff Trfitff (»rrA <rmf % far?) 

1 0 7 4-1 2-1 2 



4Y-9/ 1, PIT SITf #T 7ft t sFt'JMM firiftff % •fitfiH, 1100 cPp 




, far o 

+ i4t i f) Tfrnrr tt£t ^TnfHtTrnt nr 





tft® 1 ^ 4Hl" 1 qlfi — - 





IS : 1 5 5 4— (TITT I ) - 1 9 6 4 

195. ?ft Crcr/tr^T— 40 9 1 

1976-01-01 

1976-1 2-31 

ttrtfcfifiv to^fittruTtr To, 

tiiMTfNtiio 'Tnofftr jnr — 

19 74-12-20 



447 / 1 , jpmfnft: tit, 

IS : 2567-1973 




522001 (SToS to) 


196- ^ ^/'^T’4063 

19 70-0 1-0 1 

1976-12-31 

ROT TT^TTTrTlTr 

jTinrTfrt: Twttffir (t^r it 

1974-12-30 



9/122 TTtrfWl*!*, 

IS : 8 4 3 9 — 1 9 7 4 




umTlTK WTTTf- 6 





t^tt) 


197. SK/q? T-4097 

1970-01-01 

1976-12 31 

faTCT* Tr<> 

ft fr jf TfT-rfrq- Tit it — 

1974-12-30 



3 f&n tfflrmr- 

IS : 6 3 3-1956 




JHTW -81 


198. ^1^/1^-4100 

1976-01-01 

1976-12-31 

trmww faraT tframfirr 

Tt Tr3TT (’fhT fwim IJT 

1974-12-30 



fawr sTitj^ >jfm %», 

T*) 1 




Ttm iirtf, ftpr* sm,frro 





TtmvtST, JpTOW 

IS : 1 165-106 7 

19 9. ^K^/c^r-410 3 

1976-01-01 

1976-1 2-31 

TtlTT TTTTTTftfT ftmr, BTO 

TtnttTTT ^TpT TTg’St — 

1974-12-30 



fwc, 107 4, 





tnrw- 19 . 

IS : 7122- 1973 

200 . tfttpr/q*r-4i4i 

19 7 5-12-15 

1976-12-15 

EfT iTtt tfV TrrtJ fa-fr?T 

iffo 1 ^To tffo fJrTVT Tl "tl «, 

1975-01-13 



^«TPT tpR, ^»TTT tnr, 

IS: 56 1-1972 




TTN*/)' (^), SFTf-400060 


201. ^fCnT/^-4142 

1975-12-16 

1976- 12 15 

If 

^toTiTTotflfo ufW ftrtr^TfT far TT3TT 

1975-01-13 




IS : 662-1972 

202. TTTt/xt^T-4 143 

1975-12-16 

19 7 6-12-1 5 

tf 

rff *r fr ^TT Harr- 

197 5-01-13 




is : 5 64-1961 

203. tft t£Tt/0[TT-4 1 44 

1975-12-16 

1976-12-15 

i i 

5RT ffarMtr TRTT — 

1975-01-13 . 




IS : 565-1961 

204. tft 9^/1^-4143 

1975-12-16 

1976-1 2-15 

tl 

«V i\ qnm^T IT — 

1975-01-13 




IS : 633-1956 

205. TftOTr/iTi<T-4146 

19 7 5-1 2-16 

19 7 6-12-1 5 

1 1 

tmnfstirtT Titraifto far jt- 

1 975-01-13 




IS : 2567-1973 

206. tfr tt»f/tpT-4206 

19 7 5-1 2-1 6 

1 9 7 6-1 2-15 

It 

trfiftt TTTOffcT tfTT IT — 

1975-01-13 




IS : 1310-1974 



6 


1 2 


207. rfV^/^-4?33 
1975-04-25 


308. #tpr/i^-4334 
1975-04-25 

209. Wtrnr/i^-4335 

19 7 5-04-14 


VITTfl TT TDITO : 28, 1978/nfflT G, 1900^ 

A 5 


2999 


1976-01-01 1976-12-31 STT° ^ HKI#I ** 

2 7, I FT7n€V IS ■ 1 3 K- 1 9 7 4 

fft, 7TPPJri4 40017 


19 7 6 - 01-01 3976 - 12-31 


aft t^T W) 41'dK- 
TS : 561-1972 


1 976-01-01 1976-12-31 


3t *1 iv trtSFT TT3TT 

IS: 564-1961 


210. tftiT>T/TT-43 3 3 1976 01-01 1976-1 2-31 

197 5-04-13 

211. ^1^/^-440 6 1976-01-01 1976-12-31 

1975-05-29 


tTTWlfatnfl TPTCFflJT ST*T — 

IS : 2 5 67-1973 

afDfi TJ tnnff 

THt TRft H^fTT.JTt — 

IS : 3 2 8 4-1965 

[i» 071 31/ 13: 12] 

itho o^irnSsi'T 


SO 3106 In pursuance of sub-regulation (1) of Regulation 8 of the Indian Standards Institution (Certification Marks) 

, ? 9 \°f as amended from time to time, the Indian Standards Insititution, hereby, notifies that two hundred and eleven licences 

particulor^of whicTw given in the following Schedule, have been renewed druing the month of December, 1975:- 


srHF.ntJLE 


SI. Licence No. and 

Period of Validity 

Name & Address of the Licensee 

Article/Process covered by the Licences and the 
relevant IS : Designaiton 

No. Date 

From 

To 



1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

1, CM/L-36 
4-11-1957 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

National Insulated Cable Co, of India 
Ltd., Shamnagar (24 Parganas) 
West Bengal. 

AAC & ACSR conductors— 

IS : 398—1961. 

2. CM/L-37 
4-11-1957 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

The National Insulated Cable Co. of 
India Ltd., Shamnagar, 24 Parganas 
West Bengal. 

Rubber insulated cables and flexible cords 
(with copper or aluminium conductors) for 
electrical power and lighting (for working 
voltages up to and including llkV) — 


IS : 434 (Part I)— 1964; and 


. A1A TT 1 


1 C\£A 


3. CM/L-104. 
7-10-1958 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

4. CM/I^106 
4-11-1958 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

5. CM/L-153 
15-10-1959 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

6. CM/L-2I6 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 


29-8-1960 


7. CM/L-243 
23-11-1960 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

8. CM/L-253 
26-12-1960 

1-1-76 . 

31-12-76 

9. CM/L-300 
20-4-1961 

16-11-75 

15-5-76 


E.I.D. Parry Ltd., Nellikuppam, South 
Arcot Distt. Madras. 

The Mysore Chemical Mfrs. Ltd., 
Chikbanavar P.O. Bangalore Distt. 

The Alkali & Chemical Corpn. of India 
Ltd., 34, Chow ringhce, Calcutta-16. 

Fort Gloster Industries Ltd., 31 Chow- 
ringhce Road, Calcut.ta-16. 


Hindustan Tin Works Pvt. Ltd., G.T. 
Road, Ghaziabad. 

Travancore Checmical & Mfg., Co. 
Ltd., Manjumel. Alwaye. 

New Digvijayasinhji Tin Factory, Grain 
Market, Jamnagar. 


Rectified spirit — 

IS : 323—1952. 

Copper sulphate, technical — 

IS : 261—1966. 

BHC, technical— 

IS : 560-1969. 

Rubber insulated cables and flexible cords for 
electric power and lighting (250 and 
660 volts grade only) — 

IS : 434 (Part I & ID— 1964. 

18— litre square tins — 

IS : 916—1966. 

COC water dispersible powder concentrates 
IS ; 1507—1966 

18— litre square tins — 

IS : 916—1966. 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

10. CM/L-339 
1-9-1961 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

i Production Centre for Electric Motors 
(Govt, of India Ministry of Indus- 
trial Development & Company 
Affairs), TiruvaJIa, (Kerala State), 

Three-phase induction motors upto 7.5 kw 
(10 HP) wilh class ‘A’ insulation— 

IS ; 325—1970. 

11. CM/L-361 
27-11-1961 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Modi Vanaspati Mfg- Co., 
Modinagar Distt. Meerut. 

18-liter square tins — 

IS : 916—1966 

12. CM/L-424 
30-6-1962 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Anam Electrical Mfg. Co., Kadiam, 
East Godavari Distt., (Andhra 
Pradesh), 

AAC & ACSR conductors — 

IS : 398—1961, 

13. CM/L-427 
30-6-1962 

1-9-75 

31-8-76 

The Calcutta Chemical Co. Ltd., 

6, Tiljala Road, Calcutta-39. 

Stearic acid, technical — 

IS ; 1675—1971. 

14, CM/L-467 
30-10-1962 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Shalimar Tar Products (1935) Ltd., 26, 
Lake Road, Bhandup, Bombay- 
400078. 

Bitumen felts for waterproofing and damp- 
proofing, Typo 3, Grade 1— 

IS : 1322—1970. 

15. CM/L-481 
29-11-1962 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Government Central Lock Factory, 
(Directorate of Industries, Govt, of 
West Bengal), Bargachia, Distt. 
Howrah. 

(a) Brass pad locks — 

IS : 275— 1961; 

and 

(b) M Type brass pad locks— 

IS : 1018—1961. 

16. CM/L-529 
19-11-1963 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Jaipur Maize Products Co., Jhotwara, 
Jaipur West, Jaipur-302012. 

Flushing cisterns, high level, bell type for 
water closets and urnials 10 & 12.5 litres 
capacity — 

IS : 774—1971. 

17. CM/D-546 
5-6-1963 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Varat Timber Assam Pvt. Ltd., Makum 
Road, Tinsukia (Assam). 

Tea-chest plywood panels— 

IS : 10—1970 . 

18. CM/L-573 
29-8-1963 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Ncstle’s Products (India), Ludhiana 
Ferozpur Link Road, Near King way 
Canal, Moga (Punjab). 

Condensed milk, full-cream sweetened — 

IS; 1166—1957 

19. CM/L-391 
21-10-1963 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Shalimar Tar Products (1935) Ltd., 

26, Lake Road, Bhandup, Bombay-78, 

Bitumen (Plastic ) for waterproofing purposes— 
IS : 1580—1969. 

20. CM/L-592 
20-10-1963 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Shalimar Tar Products (1935) Ltd. 

26, Lake Road, Bhandup, 
Bombay-400078. 

Preformed fillers for expansion joints in con- 
crete non-extruding and resilient type (Bitu- 
mon-impregna;ed fibre) — 

IS: 1838—1961 

21. CM/L598 
7-11-1963 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Skytono Electrical (India), 43, Indus- 
trial Area, Farldabad, 

(i) PVC cables sheathed and unsheathed, single 
core with copper or aluminium conductors 
250/440 & 650/1 100 volts: 





(ii) PVC insulated and PVC sheathed flat or 
circular twin, or core cablos with co pper 
or aluminium conductor 250/440 or 650/1 
100 volts grade; and 





(iii) Twin twisted unsheathed flexible cords, 
250/440 volts grade with copper conductors 
only — 





IS: 694(Pt. I & II)— 1964 

22. CW/L-647 
20-3-1964 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Jaya Shroe Textiles & Inds. Ltd., Rishra, 
Distt. Hooghly (West Bengal) 

Fire fighting hose (rubber lined woven jacketed) — 
IS; 636—1962 

23. CM/L-662 
1-5-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Universal Cables Ltd., P.O. Birla 
Colony, Satna-485005 (M.P.) 

Paper insulated lead-sheathed cablos for elec- 
tricity supply with aluminium conductors up 
to and including 33 kV — 

IS: 692-1973 

24. CM/L-696 
17-6-1964 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

The National Insulated Cable Co. of 
India Ltd., Shamnagar, 24 Parganas 
(West Bengal) 

PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cablos for 
working voltages up to and including 1 100 
volts with copper or aluminium conductors — 

IS : 1554 (Part I)— 1964. 

25. CM/L-732 
29-6-1964 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Sri Rama Machinery Corpn, (P) Ltd., 
Catholic Centre, 5/6, Armenian 
Street, Madras. 

Structural steel (standard quality)— 

IS : 226—1975 

26. CM/L-733 
29-6-1964 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Sri Rama Machinery Corpn. (P) Ltd., 
Catholic Centre, 5/6, Armenian 
Street, Madras — 

Structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS: 1977—1975 
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27. CM/L-782 
17-9-1964 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Hindustan Wires Ltd., B.T. Road, P.O. 
Suckchar, Distt. 24-Parganas (W. 
Bengal), 

Plain hard-drawn steel wire for prestressed con- 
crete :— 

(i) Gold drawn stress-relieved wire— 

IS: 1785 (Pt. D — 1966 ; and 

(ii) As-drawn wire — 

IS: 1785 (Pt. IT)— 1967 

28, CM/L-839 
23-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Industrial Research Corpn., 128, Lattice 
Bridge Road, Madras-20. 

Dye-based fountain pen inks (blue, green, 
violet, black and red) — 

IS: 1221—1971 

29. CM/L-844 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Baranagore Jute Factory Co. Ltd., 284, 
Maharaja Nandakumar Road, 
Alambazar, Calcutta -35. 

Indian hessian — 

IS— 2818— 1971 

30. CM/L-845 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

— do — 

Jute bags— 

IS : 1943—1964, TS: 2874—1964, 

IS: 2875—1964, IS : 2566—1965 and 

IS : 3794—1966 

31. CM/L-850 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Howrah Mills Co. Ltd., 493/C/A, G.T. 
Road, South Howrah 

Hessian bags — 

IS : 3790—1966 

32. CM/L-851 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

-do- 

Jute bags — 

IS ; 1943—1964, IS : 2874—1964, 

IS : 2875—1964, TS : 2566—1965 and 

IS : 3794— 1966 

33. CM/L-868 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Indian Jute Co. Ltd. 12, Convent Lane, 
Calcutta — 1 5 

Indian hessian — 

IS: 2818—1971 

34. CM/L-874 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

National Co. Ltd., Rajgunj, Andul, 
Howrah. 

Jute bags — 

IS : 1943—1964, IS : 2566—1965, 

TS : 2874—1964 and IS : 3667—1966 

35. CM/L-876 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The Angus Co. Ltd., 3, Clive Row, 
Calcutta. 

Jute sacking cloth — 

IS : 3667—1966, IS : 3668—1966, 

IS : 3750—1966 and IS : 3751—1966. 

36. CM/L-878 
28-11-964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Samnuggur Jute Factory Co. Ltd., 
Bhadreswar, Hooghly. 

Jute bags— 

IS : 1943—1964, IS : 2566—1965, 

IS : 2874—1964, LS : 2875—1964 and 

IS : 3794—1966 

37. CM/L-882 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Victoria Jute Co, Ltd., P.O. Telinipara, 
Distt. Hooghly. 

Jute sacking cloth— 

IS : 3667—1966, IS : 3668—1966, 

IS : 3750—1966 and IS : 3751—1966. 

38. CM/L-884 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Hindustan Mills Ltd., 14, Netaji Subhas 
Road, Calcutta. 

Jute bags — 

IS : 1943—1964 and IS : 2566—1965 

39. CM/L-910 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The India Jute Co, Ltd., P.S. Seram- 
pore, Hooghly, 

Jute bags — 

IS : 1943—1964, IS: 2566—1965, 

IS : 2874—1964 and IS ; 2875—1964 

40. CM/L-925 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The Hooghly Mills Co. Ltd., 9, Garden 
Reach Road, Kidderpore, Calcutta, 

Indian hessian — 

IS : 2818—1971 

41. CM/L-934 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-1 1-76 

Empire Jute Co. Ltd., Titaghar, 24- 
Parganas. 

Jute bags — 

IS : 1943—1964, IS : 2566-1965 and 

IS .-2874—1964 

42. CM/L-943 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

New Central Jute Mills Co. Ltd., 
(Lothian Mills), Budge Budge, 24 
Parganas (West Bengal). 

Indian hessian — 

IS: 2818—1971 

43. CM/L-946 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Ganges Mfg. Co. Ltd., Bansberia, 
Hooghly. 

Jute sacking cloth— 

IS : 3667—1966, IS : 3668—1966 

IS : 3750 — 1966 and IS : 3751 — 1966 

44. CM/L-947 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The Agarpara Co. Ltd., P.O. Kamar- 
hatty, 24-Parganas. 

Indian hessian — 

IS : 2818—1971, and IS : 3790—1966 

45. CM/L-948 
28-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-1 1-76 

— do — 

Jute bags — 

IS ; 1943—1964, IS : 2874—1964 

TS : 2566 — 1965 and IS : 2875—1964 

46. CM/L-977 
30-11-1964 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Industrial Research Corpn., 128, Lattice 
Bridge Road, Madras -20 

Femvgallo tannate fountain pen ink (0 1 nor 
cent iron content) — ' ^ 

IS : 220—1972 
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47. CM/L 1094 
8-6-1965 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

48. CM/L-1095 
8-6-1965 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

49. CM/L-1105 
30-6-1965 

1-17-75 

30-1 1-76 


50. CM/L -1 146 

16-10-75 

1 5-10-74 

17-9-1965 

31. CM/L-1147 

16-10-75 

13-10-76 

17-9-1965 

52. CM/L-1153 
12-10-1965 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

53. CM/L-1 162 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 


4-11-1965 


54. CM/L-1 168 
3-12-1965 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

55, CM/L-1 175 
9-12-1965 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

56. CM/L-1 186 
23-12-1965 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

57. CM/L-1 189 
6-1-1966 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

58. CM/L-1359 

1-12-75 

31-11-76 


30-11-1966 


Trichy Stool Rolling Mills Ltd., Ssntha- 
mripuram Golden Rock, Trichira- 
palli (Tamil Nadu). 

— do— 

Universal Cables Ltd., Satna (M.P.) 


Lilboah St»l & Wire C >. Ltd., 15/1, 
Bolur Road, Liltooah, Howrah. 

— do — 

Nestlc’s Products (India), Ludhiana 
Ferozepur Link Road, Near Kingway 
Canal, Moga (Punjab) 

Prem Cables Pvt. Ltd., P.O. Pipalia- 
Kalan, Distt. Pali (Rajasthan) 


Prem Conductors Pvt. Ltd., Station 
Road, Vatwa, Ahmedabad (Gujarat) 

Agromoro Ltd,, Mysore Road, Banga- 
loro-26. 

rndo Engineering (Kota) Pvt. Ltd., 
Industrial Estate, Kota (Rajasthan). 


Nestlo’s Product (India), Ludhiana 
Ferozepur Link Road, Near Kingway 
Canal, Moga (Punjab). 

Sky tone Electrical (India), 43, Industrial 
Area, Farida bad (Haryana) 


( 6 ) 


Structural steal (standard quality) — 
IS: 226—1975 


Structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS: 1977—1975 

(I) PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cables 
for working voltages up to and including 
1 100 volts — 

IS: 1554 (Part I)— 1954; and 

(ii) PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cabls 
for working voltages up to and including 
6.6 kV— 

IS ; 1554 (Part ID— 1970. 

Structural stcc' (still t/d quality) — 

IS .-226-1975 

Structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS : 1977—1975 

Soluble Coffee powder — 

IS: 2791—1964 


Hard-drawn stranded aluminium and steel 
cored aluminium conductors for overhead 
power transmission purposes — 

IS : 398—1961 

AAC & ACSR conductors— 

IS: 398—1961 

Liquid amine salt 2, 4-D— ■ 

IS— 1827— 1961 

Hard-drawn stranded aluminiun and steel- 
cored aluminium conductors for overhead 
power transmission purposes — 

IS : 398—1961 

Infant milk foods — 

IS : 1547—1968 


Thormoplastic weatherproof cables: — 

(i) PVC insulated and PVC sheathed weather- 
proof cables, aluminium conductor, single 
core 250/440 volts and 650/1 100 volts — 
IS: 3035(Pt. I)— 1965 


(ii) Polyethylene insulated, taped or untaped 
braided and compounded cables, alumi- 
nium conductor, single core, 250/440 volts 
& 650/1 100 volts Grade and twin core 
250/440 volts Grade — 

IS : 3035 (Pt. II) — 1965; and 

(iii) Polyethylene Insulated and polyethylene 
sheathed cable, aluminium conductor, 
single core, 250/440 and 650/1 100 volts 
grade — 

IS ; 3035 (Pt. ni)— 1967 


59. CM/L-1374 
28-12-1966 

60. CM/L-1432 
25-4-1967 


1-11-75 31-12-75 Annapurana Pulverising Mills, Indus- Parathion emulsitiable concentrates — 

trial Estate, Eluru, West Godavari IS : 2129—1962 
Distt, (A.P.) 


16-11-75 15-11-76 The National Insulated Cable Co. of Polyethylene insulated and PVC sheathed cables, 

India Ltd., Shamnagar, 24 Parganas, single core and flat twin only— 

West Bengal. IS : 1596 — 1970, 


61. CM/L-1433 
25-4-1967 


16-12-75 


15-12-76 Fort Gloster Industries Ltd., 31 Chow- 
ringhec Road, Calcutta-16, 


Polyethylene insulated and PVC sheathed 
cables, single core and twin core flat — 

IS— 1596— 1970. 
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62. C'M/L-1456 
14-6-1967 

1-12-75 

30-1 1-76 

Basant Pran & Co,, Baruipur Industrial 
Estate, Baruipur-24 Parganas. 

Rewirable type electric fuse unit, 15 amperes 
250 volts — ■ 

IS : 2086—1963 

63. CM/L-1473 
13-7-1967 

16-12-75 

.15-12-76 

Keen Pesticides (P) Ltd., South Vazha- 
kulam (Via) Alwaye, 

Endrin emulsillable concentrates — 

IS : 1310—1974 

64. CM/L-1480 
24-7-1967 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Howrah Light Castings Co. Pvt. Ltd., 
27/20, Strand Road, Calcutta -700001 

(i) Sluice valves for water works purposes 
Class 1 and 2, upto 300 mm siz* — 

IS : 780—1969; and 

(ii) Sluice valvos for water works purposes, 
Class 2, from 350 mm to 600 mm size — 

IS : 2906—1969 

65. CM/L-1545 
9-10-1967 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Eltcx Engineering Corpn. Pvt. Ltd,, 
Krishnarayapuram Road, Cianapathy 
Post, Coimbatore-6, 

Three-phase induction motors, 2.2 kW (3 HP), 
3.7 kW (5 Hr), 5.5 kW (7.5 HP) and 7.5 
kW (10 HP) with class ‘A’ insulation — 

IS : 325—1970 

66. CM/L-1553 
25-10-1967 

1-11-73 

31-10-76 

Devidayal Rolling &. Refineries Pvt, 
Ltd., Pokhran Road, Thana, Bombay. 

Structural Steel (standard quality)-— 

IS : 226—1975 

67. CM/L-1554 
25-10-1967 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

—do — 

Structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS : 1977—1975 

68, CM/L-1556 
7-11-1967 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Sehgal Sanitary Fittings (P) Ltd., 
Village Chuharwali, P.O. Adampur, 
Jullundur 

Sand cast brass screw' down bih taps and stop . 
taps for water services, sizes 15, 20 and 25 
mm— 

IS : 781—1967 

69. CM/L-1558 
8-11-1967 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Universal Cables Ltd., Satna (M.P.) 

All aluminium conductors and ACSR con- 
ductors — 

IS : 398—1961 

70. CM/L-1566 
24-11-1967 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 Keen Pesticides (P) Ltd,, South Vazha- 
kulam (Via) Alwaye. 

BHC water dispersible powers concentrates — 

IS : 562-1972. 

71. CM/L-1568 
24-11-1967 

.1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Prakash Insecticides Pvt. Ltd., P.O, 
Naini, Distt. Allahabad (U.P ) 

BHC dusting powders — 

IS : 561—1972 

72. CM/L-1613 
9-1-1968 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Jai Chemical, 14/1, Mathura Road, 
Faridabad. 

Malathion cmulsifiable concentrates — 

IS : 2567—1973 

73. CM/L-1688 
30-4-1968 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

T.R. Industrials, Kunia-muthur Post, 
Coimbatore-8. 

Three-phase induction motors 2 .2 kW (3 HP) 
to 7 .5 kW (10 HP) with Class 'A* insulation — 
IS : 325—1970 

74. CM/L-1814 
15-10-1968 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

L. Madanlal (Aluminium) Pvt. Ltd., 
2, Haren Mukherjee Road, Belur, 
Howrah. 

Wrought aluminium and aluminium alloy uten- 
sils— 

IS : 21—1975 

75. CM/H902 
23-1-1967 

1 -12-75 

30-11-76 

Artec Minerals, 15/7, Mathura Road, 
Faridabad. 

BHC dusting powders — 

IS : 561—1972 

76. CM/L-1914 
7-2-1969 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

The Genera! Engineering Co., Mattu- 
palayam Road, Coimbatore-1 1 . 

Three-phase induction motors, 2.2 kW (3 HP), 
3.7 kW (5 HP) and 5.5 kW (7.5 HP) with 
Class 'A* insulation — 

IS : 325—1970. 

77. CM/L-1929 
27-2-1969 

16-12-75 

31-5-76 

Sri Vijayadurga Pulverising Mills, 
Siruguppa Road, Avammabavi, 
Bellary . 

Endrin emulsifiablc concentrates — 

IS : 1310—1974. 

78. CM/L-1944 
26-3-1969 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Toshiba Anand Lamps Ltd., Chen- 
gantanad Village, Alwaye Taluk, 
Ernakulam Distt . (Kerala) 

Tubular fluorescent lamps for general lighting 
service, 40 Watts, 6 500° K— 

IS : 2418—1964, 

79. CM/L-2008 
7-7-1969 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

The National Insulated Cable Co. of Thermoplastic insulated weatherproof cables:— 
India Ltd., Shamnagar, 24-Parganas, (1) PVC, insulated and PVC sheathed: 

West Bengal. (i) Single core, 250/440 volts and 650 

1 100 volts grade with aluminium 
conductor; and 


711 GI/78-10 
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(ii) Twin core, flat, 250/440 volts grade with 
aluminium conductors— 

IS : 3035 (Part J)— 1965. 

(2) Polyetheylcne insulated, taped, braided and 
compounded : 

(i) Single core, 250/440 volts and 650/1 100 
volts grade with aluminium conduc- 
tors; and 

(ii) Twin core, flat, 250/440 volts and 
650/1 100 volts grade with aluminium 
conductors — 

IS : 3035 (Part II)— 1965 ; and 

(3) Polyethylene insulated and polyethylene 
sheathed : 

Single core, 250/440 volts grade with alu- 
minium conductor — 

IS : 3035 (Part III)— 1967 


80. CM/L-2070 
9-9-1969 

16-9-75 

15-9-76 

The Gujarat Iron & Steel Co. Ltd, 
Ambli Road Station, Village Thaltej, 
Ahmedabad. 

Structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226 — 1 975 

81. CM/L-2071 
9-9-1969 

16-9-75 

15-9-76 

— do— 

Structural Steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS : 1977—1975 

82. CM/L-2097 
30-9-1969 

15-12-75 

15-12-76 

Unique Industries, Nadiad-Petlad Road, 
Near Canal, Nadlad, Dlstt. Kaira, 
(Gujarat) 

AAC and ACSR conductors— 

IS : 398—1961 

83. CM/L-2115 
16-10-1969 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Hindustan Sanitaryware & Industries 
Ltd., Bahadurgarh, Distt. Rohtak. 

Flushing cisterns for water closets ai d urinals 
.-(valveless siphonic type) vitrecus chira, low 
level, 10 and 12.5 litres capacity, — 

IS : 774—1971 

84. CM/L-2116 
16-10-1969 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

—do— 

Vitreous sanitary appliances — 

IS : 2556 (Pt II)— 1973 ; TS : 2556 (Pt III)-! 973 
IS : 2556(Pt IV) — 1972; IS : 2556(Pt V)— 1967 
IS : 2556 (Pt Vl>-1967; IS : 2556 (Pt IX)— 1972 

85. CM/L-2146 
24-11-1969 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Travancore Chemicals Mfg. Co. Ltd., 
Manjumel, Alwaye. 

BHC dusting powders — 

IS : 561—1972 

86. CM/L-2175 
16-12-1969 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Unique Industries, Nadiad-Petlad 
Road, Near Canal. Nadiad, Distt. 
Kaira (Gujarat). 

(i) PVC insulate cables, unsheathed single 
core, 250/440 and 650/1 ICO volts grade 
with aluminium or copper conductor; 


(ii) PVC insulated and PVC sheathed cables, 
single core, 250/440 volts grade with alu- 
minium or copper conductors; 

(iii) PVC insulated and PVC sheathed cables, 
twin flat, 250/440 volts grade with aluminium 
conductors only; and 

(iv) PVC insulated and PVC sheathed cables, 
four core, 650/1 100 volts grade with alumi- 
nium conductors — 

IS : 694 (Part I & II)— 1964 


I.td., Hard-drawn stranded aluminium and steel- 
cored aluminium conductors for overhead 
power transmission purposes— 


87. CM/L-2177 1-1-76 31-12-76 

23-12-1969 


88. CM/L-2234 1-11-75 31-10-76 

26-2-1970 


Gwaiior Cables & Conductors 
Industrial Area, P.O. Birlanagar, 
Gwalior (M.P.) 

Ruby Industries, 17/89, Ranmarain 
Bazar, Kanpur. 


IS ; 398—1961 

Safety hoots and shoes for mines and heavy 
metal industries— 

IS : 1989—1973 
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89, CM/L-2313 
29-4-1970 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Laboratory Equipment Traders, 3738- 
42, Timber Market, Ambala Cantt. 

Student type microscopes — 

IS: 3686- 1966 

90. CM/L-2323 
15-5-1970 

16-12-75 

1 5-12-76 

Commercial Timber Industries, 

Saharanpur Road, Yamuna Nagar, 
Distt. Ambala. 

Tea-chest battens — 

IS: 10 (Part III) — 1974 

91. CM/L-2377 
28-7-1970 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Miuthyumjaya Parkland Industries, 
Edathil Pirrayidam, Olessa P.O., 
Kottayam-14. 

Tea-chest battens — 

IS: 10 (Part ill)- J 974. 

92. CM/L-2395 
31-8-1970 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The Hind Iron Foundry, Railway 
Road, Bataia (Punjab) 

Cast iron flushing cisterns for water closets 
and urinals (valvoless siphonic type) high 
level, bell type, 10 and 12.5 litres capacity 
IS : 774—1971 

93. CM/L-2427 
19-10-1970 

16-12 75 

15-12-76 

Unique Industries, Nadiad-Petlad 
Road, Near Mahi Canal, Piplag, 
Nadiad, Distt. Kaira (Gujarat). 

Polyethylene insulated and PvC sheathed cables 
single core and twin core flat, 250/440 
volts grade with aluminium conductors — 

IS : 1596—1970 

94. CM/L-2428 
19-10-1970 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Hindustan General Industries Ltd., 
Nangloi, Delhi-41 . 

Welded low carbon steel gas cylinder for the 
storage and transportation of low pressure 
liquefiable gases of water capacity 33 , 8 
and 79 litres — 

IS : 3196—1974 

95. CM/L-2443 
30-10-1970 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Bhoruka Udyog, Bara Mandir, Pani- 
hati, 24-Parganas (W, Bengal). 

Steel drums (galvanized and ungalvanized) — 
IS : 2552—1970 

96. CM/L-2457 
30-11-1970 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Western Rolling Mills Pvt. Ltd., Lai 
Bahadur Shastri Marg, Bhandup. 
Bombay. 

Structural steel (standard quality)— 

IS : 226-1975 

97. CM/L-2458 

30-1 1-1970 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Do. 

Structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS : 1977—1975 

98. CM/L-2486 
23-12-1970 

1-1-76 

30-6-76 

Ramakrishna Prasad Pesticides, Kop- 
puravuru, Near Nambur R.S., 
(Guntur Distt). 

BHC dusting powders— 

IS : 561—1972 

09. CM/L-2509 
15-1-1971 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Unique Industries, t Nadiad-Petlad 
Road, Near Mahi Canal, Piplag- 
Nadiad, Distt. Kaira (Gujarat). 

Thermoplastic insulated weatherproof cables 
PVC insulated and PVC sheathed, 250/44, 
volts and 650/1 100 volts grade with alumi- 
nium conductors — 

IS : 3035 (Part I)— 1965 

100. CM/L-2513 
21-1-1971 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Unique Industries, Nadiad-Petlad 
Road, Near Mahi Canal, Piplag- 
Nadiad, Distt. Kaira (Gujarat). 

PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cables 
for working voltages upto and including 
1100 volts — 

IS : 1554 (Part I)— 1964 

101. GM/L-2583 
10-3-1971 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Gedee Stoll Pvt. Ltd., Gopal Bagh, 
317, Avanashi Road, Coimbatore-18 
(Tamil Nadu). 

Three-phase induction motors up to 5.5 kW 
(7.5 HP) with Class ‘A’ insulation — 

IS : 325—1970 

102. CM/L-2634 
29-3-1971 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Universal Cables Ltd,, Satna (M.P.). 

PVC insulated cables, single core, sheathed 
and unsheathed, aluminium conductors — 

IS : 694 (Part 11)— 1964 

103. CM/L -2672 
28-4-1971 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Howrah Mills Co. Ltd., 493/C/A, 
G.T. Road, South Howrah. 

Jute carpet backing fabrics— 

IS : 4900—1969 

104. CM/L-2738 
16-8-1971 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Skytonc Electrical India, 43, Indus- 
trial Area, Faridabad, (Haryana). 

PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cables 
for working voltages up to and Including 
1100 volts— 

IS : 1554 (Part D— 1964 

105. CM/L-2742 
18-8-1971 

16-8-75 

15-8-76 

Hindustan Sled Ltd., Jeewanvikas 
Building, The Mall, Kanpur. 

Cold twisted deformed steel bars for concrete 
reinforcement — 


IS : 1786—1966 
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J 06. CM/L-2773 
16-9-1971 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The Angus Co. Ltd., P.O. Angus, 
Hooghly. 

(i) DW-flOur jute cloth— 

IS : 3966 — 1967 ; and 





(ii) DW-flour bags — 

IS : 3984—1967 

107. CM/L-2798 
3-11-1971 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Veneer Mills (P) Ltd., Suryagram, 
P.O. Tinsukia, Assam. 

Wooden flush door shutters (solid core type) 
with plywood face panels— 

IS : 2202 (Part I)— 1973 

108. CM/L-2807 
11-11-1971 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Singh Engg. Works Pvt. Ltd., Panhi, 
Kanpur. 

Structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226—1975 

109. CM/L-2808 
11-11-1971 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Do. 

Structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS : 1977—1975 

110. CM/L-2822 
29-11-1971 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The Atul Products Ltd., Atul (W. 
Rly.), Distt, Bulsar (Gujarat) 

2, 4-D sodium, technical— 

IS : 1488—1969 

111. CM/L-2838 
14-12-1971 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Trichy Steel Rolling Mills Ltd., 
Senthaninipuram Golden Rock, 
Tiruchirapalli (Tamil Nadu). 

Cold twisted steel bars for concrete reinforce- 
ment— 

IS ; 1786—1966 

112. CM/L-2853 
23-12-1971 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Venkateswura Agro Chemicals & 
Minerals, Plot No. 3-B, Industrial 
Estate, Ambattur, Madras-53. 

DDT dusting powders— 

IS : 564—1961 

113, CM/L-2909 
14-2-1972 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Bankey Behari Lai & Sons, Bangar- 
man, Unnao, U.P. 

Cl flushing cisterns (Boll type and siphonic 
type), high level, 12.5 litres— 

IS : 774—197 1 

114. CM/L-2920 
18-2-1972 

1-11-73 

31-10-76 

fleliaghata Timber Works, 28-B, 
Chaulpatty Road, Beliaghata, Cal- 
cutta-10. 

Tea-chest plywood panels — 

IS : 10—1970 

115. CML-30IJ 
30-3-1972 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Hindustan Insulated Cable Co., Patel 
Marg, Ghaziabad. 

PVC insulated, sheathed and unsheathed cables 
250/440 volts, aluminium conductors— 

IS : 694 (Part II)— 1964 

116. CM/L-3076 
31-5-1972 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Sree Manjunatha Pulverisers, 62, 
Industrial Suburb, Yeswantapur, 
Bangalore-22. 

BHC dusting powders— 

IS : 561—1972 

117. CM/L-3081 
1-6-1972 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Basant Pran & Co. Baruipur Indus- 
trial Estate, Baruipur, 24-Parganas, 
(W.B.). 

Enclosed distribution fuseboards, 16 amperes 
250 volts with rewireablc type fuse bases 
and carriers— 

IS : 2675—1966 

118, CM/L-3104 
14-7-1972 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Universal Cables Ltd., P.O. Birla 
Colony, Satna-585005 (M.P.). 

Rubber Insulated cables : 

(i) TRS welding cables single core with coppe r 
conductors; and 





(ii) TRS flexible cable, 3-corc, 650/1 100 volts 
grade with copper conductors — 

IS ; 434 (Part I)— 1964 

U9..CM/L-3U6 

1-8-1972 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Ramakrishna Prasad. Pesticides, Kop- 
puravuru, Near Nambur R.S., 
(Guntur Distt.). 

Endrin EC— 

IS : 1310—1974 

120. CM/L-3202 
1-11-1972 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Shan & Company, 233, BeJilious Road, 
Howrah. 

Sluice valves for water works purposes upto 
300mm size Class I — 

IS : 780—1969 

121 ■ CM/L-3224 
28-11-1972 

1-12-75 

31-5-76 

Sindfchem Limited, Town Sindi, Tahsil, 
Distt. Wardha, 

BHC WDPC— 

IS : 562—1972 

122. CM/L-3226 
28-11-1972 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Do. 

DDT water dispersible powders concentrates— 
IS : 565—1961 

123, CM/L-3236 
30-11-1972 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Do. 

Malathion cmulsifiable concentrates— 

IS : 2567—1973 



(6) 


[wrn_II — 3 (ii)] 
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124. CM/L-3242 
7-12-1972 


125. CM/L-3243 
7-12-1972 


126. CM/L-3248 
8-12-1972 


127. CM/L-3255 
11-12-1972 


128. CM/L-3258 
12-12-1972 

129. CM/L-3262 
19-12-1972 


130. CM/L-3269 
3-1-1973 


131. CM/L-3283 
8-1-1973 


«m; s T TT TruT* : TPfJTr 2 8, 19 7 6, 1 9 0 U 
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16-12-75 15-12-76 Savita Chemicals Pvt. Ltd., Plot No. New insulating oils for transformers and switch- 

17, Thana-Belapur Road, Thana gear — 

(Maharashtra). IS : 335—1972 


16-12-75 


15-12-76 Rajendra Electrical litds. Pvt. Ltd., 
Plot No, 14, Shah Industrial Estate, 
Vira Desai Road, Ambivli, Andheri 
(West), Bombay-58. 


Three-phase induction motors, from 0.37 kW 
(0- 5 HP) up to and including 3.7 kW (5 HP) 
with Class \E’ insulation— 

IS : 325 —1970 


16-12-75 15-12-76 Technind Cables, F-5, Industrial Estate, AAC & ACSR conductors — 

Nandyal R. S. Kurnool Distt., IS : 398—1961 
(Andhra Pradesh). 


16-12-75 


15-12-76 Shriram Refrigeration Inds. Ltd., 
Balanagar Township, Hyderabad-37 
(A.P.). 


Three-phase induction motors upto 3 . 7 kW 
(5 HP) with Class ‘E’ insulation — 

IS : 325—1970 


16-12-75 31-5-76 Shri Vijayadurga Pulverising Mills, DDT wator dispersible powders concenrate 

Siruguppa Road, Bellary. IS: 565—1961 

16-12-75 15-12-76 Venkateswara Agio Chemicals & Endrin cmulsifiable concentrates — 

Minerals, Plot No. 3-B, Industrial IS : 1310 — 1974 
Estate, Ambattur, Madras-53. 

1-10-75 30-9-76 The Agro Industrial Chemicals Co., Aidrin dusting powders— 

I3-A, Kalyani View, Rudarpur IS : 1308 — 1974 
(Nainital). 

1-1-76 31-12-76 Indian Cable Co. Ltd., Cable House, Rubber insulated cables of the following type 

Hadapsar Industrial Estate, — — 

Poona-13. Type Voltage grade Conductor 


(a) VIR cables 
for fixed 
wiring : 

(i) Tough 
rubber 
sheathed 

(ii) Braided 
and 

compo- 

unded 

(iii) Weather- 
proof 

Civ) Flame 
retarding 

(b) VIR 
flexible 
cables : 

(v) Welding 
cables 

(c) VIR 
flexible 
cords 

(vi) Twin 
twisted, 
domestic 
type 

(vii) Tough 
rubber 
sheathed 

(viii) Braided 
and com- 
pounded 
(work- 
shop 
type) 


Copper or 
Aluminium 


Copper or 
y aluminium 


Copper or 
Aluminium 


250/440 volts Copper only 

1 


J 

IS : 434 (Part 1 & IT) — 1964 


250/440 volts & 
650/1 100 volts 


250/440 volts & 1 
650/1 100 volts 


250/440 volts 
650/1 100 volts 
250/440 volts 
650/1 100 volts 
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132. CM/L-3284 
8-1-1973 


1-1-76 30-6-76 The Indian Cable Co. Ltd., Cable PVC insulated cables of the following types : 

House, Hadapsar Industrial Estate, 

Poona-13. Type Voltage Grade Conductor 


(a) PVC insula- 
ted cables : 


(i) Single core 
(unsheathed) 

(ii) Single core 
(PVC sheathed) 


250/440 volts & 

650/1100 volts Copper 
or 

Aluminium 


(iii) Circular twin, 
three & four 
core (PVC 
sheathed) 

(iv) Flat, twin 
with or with- 
out earth con- 
tinuity con- 
ductor (PVC 
shoathed) 


250/440 volts 


J 


Copper 

or 

Alumi- 

nium 


(b) PVC insula- 
ted flexible 

cords : 


(v) Circular twin, ~| 
three and four I 

core (PVC )■ 250/440 volts Copper 

sheathed) I only 

(vi) Twin twisted I 
(unsheathed) J 

TS : 694 (Part 1 & II) — 1964 


133. CM./L-3285 
8-1-1973 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

The Indian Cable Co, Ltd., Cable 
House, Hadapsar Industrial Estate, 
Poona-13. 

PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cables 
for working voltages upto and including 
1100 volts with aluminium or copper con- 
ductors — 

IS : 1554 (Part l)— 1964 

134. CM/L-3286 
8-1-1973 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Do. 

Polyethylene insulated and PVC sheathed 
cables with aluminium conductors, single core 
and twin core flat— - 
IS : 1596—1970 

135. CM/L-3292 
8-1-1973 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The Victoria Jute Co. Ltd., Telinpara 
PO., Distt. Hooghly, (W. Bengal). 

Jute bags — 

IS : 3984—1967 

136. CM/L-3294 
9-1-1973 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Universal Cables Ltd., Birla Colony, 
Satna (M.P.). 

PVC insulated and PVC sheathed solid alumi- 
nium conductors cables of voltage rating not 
exceeding 1 1000 volts — 

IS : 4288—1967 

137. CM/L-3358 
12-3-1973 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Jessore Comb Industry Co., 117, 
Baitakkhana Road, Calcutta-700009. 

Low density po lye thy lone pipes for potable 
water supplies of pressure rating 6 kgf/cm2 
and sizes upto and including 25 mm outside 
dia. — 

IS : 3076—1968 

138. CM/E-3379 
6-4-1973 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Bihar Cable Co., Kankarbagh Road, 
Patna- 1, (Bihar.) 

AAC and ACSR conductors — 

IS : 398—1961 
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139. CM/L - 3396 
30-4-1973 

140. CM/I. -3434 
8 0-1973 


141. CM/L-3540 
12-9-1973 

142. CM/L-3561 
28-9-1973 


143. CM/L-3573 
19-10-1973 


144. CM/L-3583 
31-10-1973 


145. CM/L-3596 
13-11-1973 


146. CM/1.-3600 
14-1 1-1973 

147. CM/L-3606 
28-11-1973 


148. CM/U-3607 
28-11-1973 


149. CM/L-3609 
28-11-1973 


150. CM/L- 3635 
13-12-1973 


151. CM/L-3637 
13-12-1973 


152. CM/L -3638 
13-12-1973 


11-75 


16-6-75 


31-10-76 New Taj Industries, 7231, GaliGarahia, 
Idgnh Road, Qassabpura, Sadar 
Bazar, Delhi-6. 

15-6-76 U, K. Paint Industries, G.T. Road, 
Amritsar, 


16-11-75 


1-10-75 


1-11-75 


1-11-75 


15-5-76 Fotofax Limited, 15 Milestone, 
Mathura Road, Faridabad (Haryana) 

30-9-76 The Indian Iron & Steel Co. Ltd., 
Bawana Road, Badli, Delhi-42. 


31-10-76 Eddy Foundry (Pvt.) Ltd., 70 ‘X - 
Road, Belgachia, Howrah (W.B.). 


31-10-76 Wavin India Ltd., G-2, MIDC Indus- 
trial Area, Nagpur-16. 


16-11-75 


16-11-75 


1-12-75 


1-12-75 


1-12-75 


16-12-75 


16-12-75 


15-11-76 Damodar Iron Works, Poona-Banga- 
lore Road, Belgaum-590002. 


15-11-76 Union Pesticides, Sri Ram Nagar, 
Vidisha. 

15-9-76 Partap Steel Rolling Mills Pvt. Ltd,, 
Ballabgarh (Haryana). 


15-9-76 Partap Steel Rolling Mills Pvt. Ltd., 
Ballabgarh (Haryana). 


30-11-76 Damodar Iron Works, Post Box No. 7, 
Poona-Bangalore Road Belgaum 
(Mysore). 

15-12-76 Sabari Industries, 6-A, Puligakulam 
Road, Pappanaickenpalayam, Coim- 
batorc-18. 


Door closers (hydraulically regulated) size 2 

only- - 

IS : 3564—1970 

(i) Ready mixed paint finishing interior for 
general purposes— 

IS : 3537—1966 

(ii) Ready mixed paint, brushing, aluminium 
red oxide primer— 

IS : 5660 — 1970; and 

(iii) Ready mixed paint, brushing, wood, primer, 
pink — 

IS : 3536—1966 

Bitumen felts for water proofing and damp- 
proofing, type 3, grade 1 only — 

IS ; 1322—1970 

Cold-twisted steel bars for concrete reinforce- 
ment — 

TS ; 1786—1966 

Sluice valves for water works purposes, Class I 
of sizes upto and including 300 mm — 

IS : 780—1969 

Unplasticized PVC pipes for potable water 
supplies : — 

(i) Upto and including 110 mm size and of 
pressure ratings 4 kgf/cm* and 

(ii) Upto and including 110 mm size and of 
pressure ratings 6 kgf/cm*-' 

IS : 4985—1968 

Cl manholes frames and covers MD, 
CT, 500 mm & 560 mm — 

IS -; 1726 (Part II)— 1974 

Cl manholes frames and covers MD, CT 500 
mm & 560 mm— 

IS : 1726 (Part IV) -1974 

DDT dusting powders— 

IS : 564—1961 

Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 6914—1973 

Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS : 6915—1973 

Cast iron steps for manholes— 

IS : 5455—1969 


15-12-76 Steel Complex Ltd., ‘Wisco Manor’, 
Feroke (Kerala State), 


16-12-75 15-12-76 


Do. 


Three-phase induction motors upto and inclu- 
ding 7.5 kW (10 HP) with Class ’A’ insu- 
lation— 

IS ; 325—1970 

Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS ; 6914—1973 

Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS : 6915—1973 
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153. C'M/L-3643 
7-1-1974 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Baliga Lighting Equipment (P) Ltd., 
Medavakkam Road, Kovilam- 
bakkam, Madras-43 (Tamil Nadu). 

Flameproof enclosure of electrical apparatus— 
IS : 2148—1968 

154. CM/L-3710 
8-2-1974 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Jyoti Refinery, 216, Lakadganj, Nag- 
pur-440008, 

Silver nitrate, technical and analytical reagent — 
IS : 2214—1962; and 

Silver nitrate, photographic grade — 

IS : 2318—1963 

155. CM/L-3848 
31-5-1974 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Vicki Electronics, Plot No. 92-C, 
Kandivlee Industrial Estate, Kandi- 
vlee West, Bombay-67 (Maharashtra) 

PVC insulated (heavy duty) unarmoured elec- 
tric cables for working voltages upto and 
including 1 100 volts with copper conductors — 
IS ; 1554 (Part I)— 1964 

156. CM/L-3589 
5-11-1973 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Eastern Commercial & Industrial 
Enterprises Pvt, Ltd., Industrial 
Estate, Visakhapatnam-4. 

Anodized aluminium butt hinges— 

IS ; 205—1966 

157. CM/I^3943 
10-4-1974 

16-9-75 

15-9-76 

Hindustan Insecticides Ltd., Indus- 
trial Area, Rohtak Road, New 
Delhi. 

DDT technical — 

IS ; 563—1973 

158. CM/L-3957 
19-9-1974 

1-10-75 

30-9-76 

Assam Valley Plywood Pvt. Ltd., 
Makum Road, Tinsukia (Assam). 

Plywood for general purposes all grades— 
18:303—1960 

159. CM/L-3985 
4-10-1974 

16-10-76 

15-10-76 

Delhi Iron & Steel Co. (P) Ltd., 
G.T. Road, Ghaz.iabad ((J.P.). 

Cold twisted deformed steel bars for concrete 
reinforcement — 

IS : 1786—1966 

160. CM/I.-3988 
4-10-1974 

16-10-75 

15-5-76 

P. V. S. Industries, P.B. No, 33, 
Amarawathi, Hospet. 

DDT dusting powders — 

IS : 564—1961 

161. CM/L-3989 
16-10-1974 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Kumardhubi Engg. Works Ltd., 
Kumardhubi, P.O. Kumardhubi, 
Distt. Dhanbad (Bihar). 

Structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 226—1975 

162. CM/L-3990 
16-10-1974 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Do. 

Structural steel (ordinary quality)— 

IS : 1977—1975 

163. CM/L-3991 
14-10-1974 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Do. 

Carbon steel cast billot Ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (standard quality), 

IS ; 6914—1973 

164. CM/L-3992 
14-10-1974 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Do 

Carbon steel cast billet Ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS: 6915—1973 

165. CM/L-4004 
28-10-1974 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Bengal Ferro Alloy & Steel Ltd., Plot 
No. 36 ‘D’, Block, Industrial Estate, 
Kalyani, Distt. Nadia (W. Bengal). 

Carbon steel cast billets ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (standard quality) — 

IS : 6914—1973 

166. CM/L-4005 
28-10-1974 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

-Do- 

Carbon steel cast billets ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS : 6915—1973 

167. CM/L-4014 
31-10-1974 

1-11-75 

31-10-76 

Partap Steel Rolling Mills (Asr) Pvt. 
Ltd, Partap Estate, Chhaharta. 

Steel for volute, helical and laminated springs 
for automotive suspension, Grades 55 St2 
Mn 90 & 50 CrIV23— 

IS : 3431—1965 

168. CM/L-4024 
31-10-1974 

16-10-75 

15-10-76 

Alliance Plastic Works, I, Chitpur 
Ghat Lane, Cossipore, Calcutta- 
700002 

Industrial safety helmets, medium size — 

IS : 2925—1964 

169. CM/L-4Q27 
5-11-1974 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Mukand Iron & Steel Works Ltd., 
Thana-Belapur Road, Kalwe, Thana 
(Maharashtra) 

Carbon steel billet, blooms and slabs for re- 
rolling into structural steel (standard quality- 
1S : 2830—1975 

170. CM/L-4028 
5-11-1974 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

-Do- 

Carbon steel billet, blooms and slabs fore re- 
rolling into structural steel (ordinary quality- 
IS : 2831—1975 

171. CM/L-4029 
5-11-1974 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Chandra’s Chemical Enterprises (P) 
Ltd., Budge Budge Road, Rampur, 
24-Parganas 

Permanent rubber based adhesive for footwear 
Industry — 

IS : 4663—1968 
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172. CM/L-4030 

5-1 1-1974 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Chandra’s Chemical Enterprises, 233/1 Permanent rubber based adhesive for footwear 
Gopal Lai Tagore Road, Calcutta industry — 

IS : 4663 — 1968 

173. CM/L-4032 
5-11-1974 

16-11-75 

15-5-76 

The Supreme Industries Ltd., 17/18, 
Shah Industrial Estate, Andheri 
(West), Bombay-400058 

Plastic water-closet seats and covers — 

IS : 2548—1967 

174. CM/L-4041 
16-11-1974 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Star Steel (Pvt.) Ltd., Opposite Makar- 
pura RIy. Station, Village Manega 
(P.O.) Distt. Baroda. 

Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (standard quality)— 

IS : 6914—1973 

175. CM/L-4042 
16-11-1974 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

Do. 

Carbon steel cast billet ingots for rolling into 
structural steel (ordinary quality) — 

IS : 6915—1973 

176. CM/L-4051 
12-11-1974 

16-11-75 

15-11-76 

APAR Private Limited, Vithalwadi, 
Kalyan (C. RIy) Maharashtra. 

Polyethylene insulated and PVC sheathed 
cables, single core and twin flat with alumi- 
nium conductors — 

IS : 1596-1970 

177. CM/L-4060 
19-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Patel Wire Industries^ Prop : Indian 
Metal Traders (Division of Patel 
Enterprises Pvt. Ltd.), Plot No. 102, 
Marol Co-operative Industrial Estate 
Ltd., Mathuradas Vasanji Road, 
J, B, Nagar Post, Andheri East, 
Bombay-59 

All aluminium conductors — 

IS : 398-1961 

178. CM/L-4061 
25-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

United General Industries, E/4, Indus- 
trial Focal Point, Mohali Distt. 
Ropar (Punjab) 

Hard-drawn stranded aluminium and steel- 
cored aluminium conductors for overhead 
power transmission purposes— 

IS : 398-1961 

179. CM/L-4063 
24-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-4-77 

New Chemi Industries Pvt. Ltd., Ashok 
Nagar Cross Road No. 1, 
Kanlivlee East, Bombay-400067 

Endosulfan emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 4323-1967 

180. CM/L-4069 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-1 1-76 

U.P. Plant Protection Appliances Pvt. 
Ltd., Harijan Industrial Esate, 
Ghazipur (U.P.) 

Stirrup pump— 

IS: 1971—1972 

181. CM/L-4070 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

■do- 

Rocker sprayer — 

IS:3062— 1974 

182. CM/L — -4071 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

-do- 

Foot sprayer — 

IS : 3652 — 1974 

183. CM/L — 4072 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

The National Tile Works, 14-A, Indus- 
trial Area Najafgarh Road, New 
Delhi 

Integral cement waterproofing compounds— 
IS: 2665—1974 

184. CM/L-4075 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

31-11-76 

APAR Private Limited, opp. W. RIy. 
‘D’ Cabin Chhani Road, 
Baroda-390002 (Gujarat) 

PVC Insulated ealbes : — 

(i) Single core, sheathed and uasheathed, 
250/440 volts and 650/1 100 volts grade 
with aluminium conductors : 





(ii) Twin core, flat, 650/1 100 volts grade with 
aluminium conductors ; 





(iii) Three-core, sheathed, 650/1 100 volts 

grade with aluminium conductors— 

IS: 694(Part II)— 1964 

185. CM/I- — 4076 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

-do- 

PVC insulated (heavy duty) electric cables 
for working voltages up to and including 1 
100 volts— 

IS: 1554 (Part 1)-1964 

186. CM/L-4077 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

-do- Polyethvlene insulated and PVC sheathed cables, 

250/440 volts grade with aluminium conductors 
IS : 1596-1970 

187. CM/L-4078 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

APAR Private Limited, Opp. W RIy. Thermoplastic insualted weatherproof cables: 
‘D’ Cabin, Chhani Road, Baroda- (i) PVC insulated and PVC sheathed, 250/440 
390002 (Gujarat) volts and 650/1 100 volts grade with alumi- 

nium conductros — 

IS : 3035 (Part I)— 1965 





(ii) Polyethylene insulated and polyethylene 
sheathed, 250/440 volts grade with alumi- 
nium conductors— 

IS : 3035 (Part Ul)— 1967 

188. CM/L-4079 
28-11-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

Shri Ram Engg. & Mfg. Indus., Pratap 
Nagar (Factory Area), Baroda-4 

Domestic gas stoves for use with LPG — 

IS : 4246-1972 


711 01/78 — 11 
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(J) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

189. 

CM/L-4080 

12-12-1974 

1-12-75 

30-11-76 

APAR Private Limited, (Special Oils 
Refinery) Behind ESSO Refinery, 
Mahul Village, Trombay Bombay-74 

New insulating oils for transformers and 
switchgear — 

IS : 335-1972 

190. 

CM/L-4083 

12-12-1974 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Plant Protection (India), B-28, Indus- 
trial Estate, Cuttack-10 

Endrin emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 1310-1973 

191. 

CM/L-4084 

12-12-1974 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

-do- 

Malathion emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 2567-1973 

192. 

CM/L-4085 

12-12-1974 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

-do- 

Endosulfan emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 4323-1967 

193. 

CM/L-4087 

12-12-1974 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Pesticides India, Udaisagar Road, 
Udaipur 

Heptachlor emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 6439-1972 

194. 

CM/L-4089 

12-12-1974 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

Associated Cables Pvt, Ltd., B-9/1, 
M.I.D.C. Industrial Area, Taloja, 
Distt. Kolaba (Maharashtra) 

PVC Insulated heavy duty electric cables for 
working voltages upto and including 1100 
volts with aluminium or copper conductors— 
IS : 1554 (Part I)— 1964 

195. 

CM/L-4091 

20-12-1974 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Scientific Insecticides Co., 447/1, Man- Malathion emulsiflable concentrates — 
galagiri Road, Guntur-522001 (A.P.) IS : 2567-1973 

196. 

CML/L-4093 

30-12-74 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Single Pesticides, 9/122, Moti Bagh, 
Jamuna Par, Agra-6 (U.P.) 

Heptachlor emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 6439—1974 

197. 

CM/L-4097 

30-12-1974 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Sree Venkateswara Minerals Pvt. Ltd., 
3, Elaya Mudall Street, Tondiarpet, 
Madras — 81 

DDT emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 633—1956 

198. 

CM/L-4100 

30-12-1974 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Sabarkantha District Co-operative 
Milk Producers’ Union Ltd., Sabar 
Dairy, Himatnagar, Dlstt. Sabar- 
kantha, Gujarat. 

Milk powder (skim & whole) — 

IS : 1165—1967 

199. 

CM/L-4103 

30-12-1974 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Bharat Pulverising Mills Pvt. Ltd., 
1074, Thiruvottiyur High Road, 
Madras- 19 

Carbaryl dusting powders— 

IS : 7122—1973 

200. 

CM/L-4141 

13-1-1975 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

SMP Private Limited, Subhash Nagar, 
Subhash Road, Jogeshwari (East), 
Bombay-400060 

BHC dusting powders — 

IS : 561—1972 

201. 

CM/L-4142 

13-1-1975 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

-do- 

BHC water dispersible powders concentrates— 
IS : 562—1972 

202. 

CM/L-4143 

13-1-1975 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

-do- 

DDT dusting powders — 

IS : 564—1961 

203. 

CM/L-4144 

13-1-1975 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

SMP Private Limited, Subhash Nagar, 
Subhash Road, jogeshwari (East), 
Bombay-400060 

DDT water dispersible powders concentrate* 
IS : 565—1961 

204. 

CM/L-4143 

13-1-1975 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

-do- 

DDT EC— 

IS : 633—1956 

20J. 

CM/L-4146 

13-1-1975 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

-do- 

Malathion EC — 

IS : 2567—1973 

206. 

CM/L-4207 

13-1-75 

16-12-75 

15-12-76 

-do- 

Endrin emulsiflable concentrates — 

IS : 1310—1974 

207. 

CM/L-4333 

25-1-75 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

Yawalkar Pesticides Pvt. Ltd., 27, 
Industrial Estate, Kamptoe Road, 
Nagpur-440017 

Endrin emulsifiable concentrates— 

IS 1310—1974 

208. 

CM/L-4334 

25-1-1975 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

-do- 

BHC dusting powders — 

IS : 561—1972 

209. 

CM/L-4335 

25-4-1975 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

-do- 

DDT dusting powders — 

IS : 564—1961 

210. 

CM/L-4353 

13-4-1975 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

-do- 

Malathion emulsifiable concentrates — 

IS : 2567—1973 

211. 

CM/L-4406 

29-5-1975 

1-1-76 

31-12-76 

-do- Organo mercurial dry seed dressing formula- 

tions— 

IS : 3284—1965 


[No. CMD/13 : 12] 
Y. S. VENKATESW ARAN, Director Genera j 
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[STI-'T ll-- 7 'f 3 ( i i ) ] 

smftft Rener* 

( steitfhT fmsra faram ) 

art?T 

;rffo??ff, 9 ^n^pr, 1978 

Spto !5tr° 3107. — %^!T RTfR, T^R 

( srf^qTcir^ ) fftmt, 1952 % fmnr 2, 4 *fk 5 %?rw <Tfor ssrftn 
( fftrar sfk (aftro ) srftTfftmr, 1951 ( 1951 m 65) aft ?ra 
6 sra trmr srfmwft an nnftn 4 raft p w mrftw aft mfftj ft aft an. 
«fft nnfft % fft t( fftt-Tfftfftrf mfftmri aft nnaran naftn %faannafTna 
%nawft %mr ftfanaa annft |: — 

naarm naftn faann nfftna 

nsnar 

1. sit afto aft<> atw^rr, 
w: nffta, 
narftn ftarmr, 

aflaTiftrar faann fanrn, nf fefft 1 
naw 


2. sftaVo aprmnm, 

fto ftan: anqnV (afen) ffto, 

14-irsTOTfts, aft 0 ftft o mrt, aRftaraKi 

3. fmrfmrc arf fftw, tost qan 
ttmtRt fftftna , 
mnjjatam faro, 
aftm-sramerFi 1 

4. mo fRo ftfto araf, 

ftaftt^,anfo itcr afto t^o , 
gra rrftrftrtrla , mffrpraf 

(#aar) nrafta fft°, 
nnarma fftfrmr, 

26-27, arraa: naift ^fta, nffarafti 

5. sfft afto tpr° araft, 
irfraar ?ruft$f 4 >, 
a^ft+Tn ( ftaftn ), 
fs-jwH wl<rl %o. 
aNft ( fa^ra ) 1 

6 . «rft aft® fmfr, 
ftaan afaa, 
faa( o a faam, 

«ra arfaa aan, at faraft 1 

7. sfft arf o trno aaRaam, 
na aft faftna^, 
nraffta amaraftaia , 

ama> aan, afrja snf miiT ara, nf faraft 1 

8 . «fft anao aaft, 

faftaat ( ffta® ) aftarat arafta, 
jffant aan, a^ faaaft 1 


9. m° aan, 

fttftarar, ftnsfta tmfmp naarn ftasn, 
ftasr, 30, nisftas 1 

10. «fft %o trno aranmaft, 
aa afrfaftarat, 

naaft+ft faana an afifaftamra, 
miftn aan, nf faraft 1 

1 1 . mo trflo %o *k+k, 
fftar, alRtaft fftam, 

( a fnafftaft atftnr mr arma ) , 

92, srraia n'aramaara, 

araanTT 1 

1 2. fftaftn a?«na an aar sfftfftfft 1 

1 3. fa^ra arfaarar an ^ afaftrfa 1 

1 4. nftaftfaar ama aar aaa wft an aar afafaftr 1 

15. sfftafto mao wro aiaar, 
aaaa afftn, 

asrftn aaraa, aftarftfaat faanafaam, 
nf faaaft 1 

«jft ^fto !Ro sik» anaar, aaaa afata, aaffta aaian ?fft?fftfaa> 
faana faam, af feaft aft aaa faana afaaa % mat aft narft % 
fat* ama afna % aa a fftaaa fanrr araT 1 1 

[ano fto stt|o fao ^0-3/5/76/arfo sfto ano tTo/6/5] 

sro aro ams, afna 


MINISTRY OF INDUSTRY 
(Department of Industrial Development) 

ORDER 


New Delhi, the 9th October, 1978 

S O 3107. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
6 of the Industries (Development and Regulation) Act, 1931 
(65 of 1951) read with Rules 2, 4 and 5 of the Develop- 
ment Councils (Procedural) Rules, 1952, the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby appoints, for a period of two years with 
effect from the date of this Order, the foUowmg persons to 
be members of the Development Council for Instruments 
Industry. 


DEVELOPMENT COUNCIL FOR INSTRUMENTS 
INDUSTRY : 


CHAIRMAN 

1. Shri G. V. Ramakrishna, 

Additional Secretary, 

Ministry of Industry, 

(Department of Industrial Development), 
New Delhi. 


MEMBERS 

2. Shri P. Jayachandran, „ , , 

M/s. Taylor Instruments Company (India) Ltd., 
14, Mathura Road, 

P. O. Amar Nagar, 

Ttnridnhnd Otarvana). 


3. Brig. Y. Nirula, 

Chairman-cum-Managing Director, 
Instrumentation Limited, 

Kota-5 (Rajasthan). 



3014 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : OCTOBER 28, 1 978/KARTIKA 6, 1900 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

4. Dr, H, C. Venna, 


President, IMDA, 

C/o Associated Instruments Manufacturers (India) 
Private Limited, 

Sunlight Building, 

26-27, Asaf All Road, 

New Delhi. 

3. Shrl P. S, Sharma, 

Assistant Superintendent, 

Instrumentation (MECON), 

Hindustan Steel limited, 

Ranchi (Bihar). 

6. Shri B. Sinha, 

Joint Secretary, 

Department of Power, 

Shram Shakti Bhavan, 

New Delhi. 

7. Shri Y. S. Venkateswaran, 

Deputy Director General, 

Indian Standards Institution, 

Manak Bhavan, 

New Delhi. 

8. Shri H. R. Verma, 

Director (Engineering Industries), 

Planning Commission, 

Yojna Bhavan, New Delhi. 

9. Dr. Harsh Vardhan, 

Director, 

Central Scientific Instruments Organisation, 

Sector 30, 

Chandigarh, 

10. Shri K. N. Ramaswamy, 

Deputy Director General, 

Directorate General of Technical Development, 

New Delhi. 

11. Dr. S. K. Sarkar, 

Reader, 

Department of Physics, 

University College of Science, 

92, Acharya Prafulla Chandra Marg, 

Calcutta. 

12. A representative of Financial Institution. 

13. A representative of Central Electricity Authority, 

14. A representative of Bureau of Industrial Costs, 

and Prices. 

15. Shri B. R. R. Iyengar, 

Joint Secretary, 

Ministry of Industry 

(Department of Industrial Development), 

New Delhi. 

Shri B. R. R. Iyengar, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Industry 
(Department of Industrial Development), New Delhi, is here- 
by appointed to carry out the functions of the said Develop- 
ment Council aa Member-Secretary, 

[F. No. IME-3 (5)/76/H>RA/6/5) 
S. S. MARATHE, Secy. 

jv*ntT WfTO y nfam 

dlf 13 -31 t, 1078 

m, air. 3io8. — 4 Rurm, atf? onv 

'3~^4 5 T fh9)|ri (9> <t ?' 97 3lf d f < Tti d 3rfV?HdH, 

1953 (1953 9TT 12) *4 WTTT 5 94 RTfUm (2) GW (V) 


ittw tfrfWrt imttT 9rr4 
§V9)79I iWlH 4 4 f?^) PrRTT, 

1975 4" sift 9 tt 4 4 fart Mur 9 Rt4 

f-, 3D44 !— 

1. (1) 3TT ROT 3F7T §V9TrRT STftrfrr 

4 4 4t4rr fw, 1078 

t • 

(2) 4 §"R 4 TUETR 4" 3TO7PT 94 RRter 4 <?t 

94 94 rm^a - 4 je^tr ^ sn44 1 

2. orfr barter fa 9- m 

4 EfalR 4 fJ"5) FrRH, 1975 4 1 , ^FTR 2 4 1 , 9TR£95 

4 9Y9T7C Mi "71,9) 3 TRTj Wlfaff "faffT RPJffT, 

3r»rffr; t— 

"97^ R§ ift fa> *97977 4 99^dr4 fR9R# trp? 4sTR RT 

tVt 4 94(494 4 r*^, 3rtV ‘farfatrrf’ awfrr 44 

9T7tffa'9; ^9 t 4 34 <97 (4 (95) RETT? 11 4 1 23 4 : g‘ 44 g r ? «rr 9rcr 
t 1 , 97 (ST) RRIT^ 4 1 23 4c44fe7 4 3ittUE if 4 97 

4^ 7.5 4c44)(?t 4 artvR; r# 4 14 , sn if -sift ofr irwurr 

g^4n- faRRTT (9TTT5 1 97 RlfcriW RT9TR Tj^fi) 3ifvfri9W, 
1953 (1953 *HT 12) 4 3 t44t iTfffRfJuffa 379T^-7EwE 4 0^5 
HER §44 ” I 

PR 4. 15012/4/75-^997 41 

TR. 4jp49TePT, ?R47T9; 


(Department of Industrial Development) 

Office of the Development Commissioner for Ilnadlooio* 
New Delhi, the 13th October, 1978 


S.O. 3108.— In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(e) of sub-section (2) of Section 5 of the Kbadi and Other 
Handloom Industries Development (Additional Excise Duty 
on Cloth) Act, 1953 (12 of 1953), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following rules further to amend the Khadi 
and Other Handloom Industries Development (Exemption 
from payment of Excise Duty) Rules, 1975 namely : — 


1, (i) These rules may be caiied the Khadi and Other 
Handloom Industries Development (Exemption from 
payment of Excise Duty) Amendment Rules, 1978. 

(ii) They shall be deemed to have come into force with 
effect from the date two years before the date of 
publication of these rules in the official Gazette. 

2, In the Kbadi and Other Handloom Industries Develop- 
ment (Exemption from payment of Excise Duty) Rules, 1975, 
in rules 2, after the second provise, the following provise 
shall be inserted, namely : — 

“Provided also that the samples of rayon or artificial silk 
fabrics drawn for trade purposes, and ‘Chindies’ that is to 
say, bona fide cut pieces which are either (a) 23 centimetres 
or less in length; (b) more than 23 centimetres in length, 
but which are not more than 7.5 centimetres in width, shall 
be exempt from the duty of excise leviable under the Khadi 
and Other Handloom Industries Development (Additional 
Excise Duty on Cloth) Act, 1953 (12 of 1953). 

[F. No. 15012/4/75-Tex. IV/DCH] 
A. VENUGOPALAN, Director 
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r*rom w«tt 

( fn«mr ) 

letUfTT, 1978 

511° StT 0 3109*' — tmi o 0*1 T 4tt IT 5 M^flo f)M ^ fe ^fl5i 

f^ir f mi wrwt; ^ f^tr tfwt ;f<> tt^-<, <ffo tffe t>rco 

ffesriTrff (flrrpsr) ft ^rlm^r pnf *t|t "TOwf-t 

% fetf t n^4HrT : r ^s'ife^o *unTGin fefaiT htt (im>r( 

m^ff 4 1 f^ 0 1 

*rkq^: iifstfto ftm $ fa ^ffr mr^r *> fam^r $ stfrmT 
^ ftrq; ntT^rnrii ^ Tfmr tjfa 3 stitEt m trftrm Ffrnr 
«rai mum (1 1 

*rr wm'f^fem t nwrT^r ( ^fe ^VnfeT fcsrftrmx 

mirfa) wfetferir, 1902 ( 1962 m so) ftarait^Ki ( 1 ) 
irtr JTfw wfamf m wEr vr?r jit fcjffa ?rwn: % mr3 gn^Er m 
mftnFTc ufed Tt<f ti <mr murf tptfircr fam $ 1 

wmtf »j;fe offiprwu Trt "rfar, mr 'EVT- 

mur EreEf %fen *tt#t msm wfamft, Ifffaqq vfaf- 

^mr fefa£* ^tfemr frear, 1 7, -wM) jm ft», «TJri-40O02o 

vt fft wffejmrr iff nrfEn 3r 2 1 faff % sfcrt tt s%»it 1 

tffr t£m rp^t *fat mm ft *nfar fafafamr; ijf tff t;«r 
m%i fawr *rfttf mfm $ fa mfar strfam flmfmft 
faftr«mpff <ft*rrcfe 1 

feo 12017 / 1/73 sfrxo/jfto} 

v^o n^° m^® -iiOo, mrt ufenr 

■rmf 


r^'jwH 'bjffmnr r<9iim0O ( mj^i ) & mtrmm fm^ r^ 
TTSirnTT : TMT : Hfrtl«5 fern : a«rif 


nfa/ jh<k 


^37 

RTTo 

flffetr 

JTTjjST *Tt* 

0 

0 

22 


30(^to^ft , o^fVo l^To ) 

0 

3 

58 


^ ’rfemrm ( mft- 





ife) 

0 

3 

02 

mrtmff 

’ifmTRi 

0 

1 

84 


101 

0 

8 

10 


127«fe 

0 

0 

44 


^m'rrfmiTTT 

0 

1 8 

60 


tpRWtr ftf^ 





(W*) 

0 

0 

63 

«Frm 

<• 

^nfemrr 

0 

1 1 

00 


9W <IT2T 'JlVJrfFI # 

0 

6 

37 


vrm <t» 

0 

0 

16 


wmrT mrt TriwrvT # 

0 

2 

70 


TTmR TTT •I't Iff T 

0 

0 

06 



mf 


*fTT 

tf£furr 


fefK 413T 'TT^HmYT $ 

0 

2 

96 



0 

0 

42 


jftrtr wsflq) vt frrr 

0 

3 

82 



0 

6 

47 


fjTfrr 3TT33 'TTf'fm^fi 

0 

9 

52 


rrnif jTTf* 

0 

0 

09 


ftr^TT M 1 l ^ r t ^ 

0 

5 

67 


mWI 

0 

0 

09 



0 

3 

46 


mw if 1 jf vrrfsff qpf 

0 

0 

20 


( tr ) 





fw^R *TI4^ TRWTIrT ^ 

0 

14 

02 


5T TT^K- — H I'l't TtV 

0 

0 

10 


f^lT ’TTTT^TR^T ^ 

0 

4 

02 


( uraprfT md 1 ) 





*^T ^?T 

9 

9 

10 


inff ttfit 

0 

0 

09 


f^R 2TT3R WTF ^ 





( ^aPTTfTRPf ) 

0 

5 

39 



0 

0 

11 


fV^R ^Td <s H ^ 





( ^TiifrnFf ) 

0 

9 

06 

mrfe 

wtfd-frtmrmf 





( qr^ornt atppsff md ) 

0 

13 

68 


t[fw 

0 

3 

63 

FlfT 

q<i oili qfl'if 

0 

7 

82 


TTOtif uPw 

0 

45 

50 


**hh ^ ; i* qE° tf) 0 ^ft o sff o 4 i<it wfmtsE if /trf t* $ ^ 1 < if 

mmpnfr/ sift) wf wff «p 1$ mf mart 8$ 1 1 


2 . fsr$ rj 1 if ftm$ Tnrrmvf qfat famrpr rtr- 
tjsrrff •wsf) % o*Htt if fpriol 1 n Trnrffy^i t 

mcRf^fe fme wjt srifemm %qw mi wi^r 
^rfErmt %mr frni wjt tSw i ffrn ftmrn mn $ i 

MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM, CHEMICALS AND 
FERTILIZERS 
(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 16th October, 1978 

S.O, 3109. — hereby it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the trans- 
port of petroleum from HPCL REFINERY (MAHUL) to 
SANTA CRUZ AIRPORT, MAHARASHTRA STATE, 
pipeline shall bo laid by Hindustan Petroleum Corporation 
Limited, Bombay. 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user 
in the and described in the schedule annxed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the section of the Petroleum and Minerals 
Pipelines (Acquisition of the right of user in land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares its 
intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 
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Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object 
to the laying of the pipelines under the land to the Com- 
petent Authority, HINDUSTAN PETROLEUM CORPORA- 
TION LIMITED, PETROLEUM HOUSE, 17, JAMSHEDJI 
TATA ROAD, BOMBAY-400020. 

And Every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wished to be heard in person 
or by a legal practitioner. 

[No, 12017/1 /78-Prod] 
S. M. Y. NADEEM, Under Secy. 

SCHEDULE 


Pipeline from H P. Refinery (Mahul) to Santacruz Airport 
State: Maharashtra District Bomvay Bombay City 


Village/ 

Suburb 

Survey No. 

Hectare 

Are Ccntiare 

Anik 

Road to Mahul Village 

0 

0 

22 


36 (BPCL) 

0 

3 

58 


Railway Corridor 

0 

3 

02 

Maravli 

Railway Corridor 

0 

1 

84 


101 

0 

8 

10 

Chembur 

127 Area 

0 

0 

44 


Railway Corridor 

0 

18 

60 


Eastern Express Highway 
(Road) 

0 

0 

63 

Kurla 

Railway Corridor 

0 

11 

00 


Tansa Water Pipeline 
Bay 

0 

6 

37 


Kurla Station Road 

0 

0 

16 


Tansa Water Pipeline 
Bay 

0 

2 

70 


Road to Kamgar Nagar 

0 

0 

06 


Vihar Water Pipeline 
Bay 

0 

2 

66 


Road to Kurla Dairy 

0 

0 

42 


Road to Police Colony 

0 

3 

82 


Railway Corridor 

0 

6 

47 


Vihar Water Pipeline Bay 

0 

9 

52 


Lao Pull Road 

0 

0 

09 


Vihar Water Pipeline Bay 

0 

5 

67 


Metalled Road 

0 

0 

09 


Vihar Water Pipeline Bay 

0 

3 

46 


Lai Bahadur Shastri 
Marg (Bombay- Agra 
Rd.) 

0 

0 

20 


Vihar Water Pipeline Bay 

0 

1 

02 


Bail Bazar-Kamani Road 

0 

0 

10 

Kurla 

Vihar Water Pipeline Bay 

0 

4 

02 

(contd.) 

(Kajupada Marg) 
Airport Area 

0 

9 

10 


Metalled Road 

0 

0 

09 


Viher Water Pipeline Bay 

0 

5 

39 


(Kajupada Marg) 
Metalled Road 

0 

0 

11 


Vihar Water Pipeline Bay 

0 

9 

06 

Marol 

(Kajupada Marg) 

Andheri-Kurla Road 

(Mathurdas Vasanji 
Marg) 

0 

13 

68 


Airport Area 

0 

3 

93 

Sahar 

Airport Area 

0 

7 

82 

Santa 

Airport Area 

0 

45 

50 

Cruz 






Notes : 

(1) The cadestral/city survey maps do not contain any 
survey numbers for the MCGB Water Pipeline Bay / 
Roads. 


(2) Pipeline alignment shown to be in the Airport area, 
shall be passing through many survey numbers on the 
existing cadestral maps. However, theso are to be 
with International Airports Authority and so the right- 
of-way acquisition is shown only to be Id A'rport area. 


WTF'HT aftT qftflTT ffllWI 


( p*ry*tr OrBTtr ) 

fewff, 17 ttTjrr, 197a 

tn° 3110 — v-i i z 4*1 n v FnPtitdi flaw ttVr ipjtitrFT hAhtn, 
srtfErr, 1966 ( i&66 tt si ) itra 5 ^ uf* (*r) 

fn/piT cr^nr Pm ■rawr % gfafaftr «ft ero 
tnr° (farfEr BTrfifiR), mw xftx nfrirR Terror 

ijtim tty % rtr tk ftiwItr fVfatrr for«rr w^;- 

ffttPt fl W T 8 , sr fKlJ TT BTBT rpfPfPT 43%) | WW tflriPPIR 

Twrvr Btrm, «rrm rwr tfr ;i tl i 977 «fV tfwr 4 f o 

17012/1/77-qBo fo ( ifto afro ) #' Pr^rFfrfwr’T tfrfra-r 4R<fr %, 
wRfcf : — 

tTfh^mrr «f nr hern i nfR 36% trffsrr sfWtafr fc rm-r 
Tt ftcTfaferrr nit ott APf'iT, vwfff : — 

"i. «ft*iRo sjKo^nrr, fatr tram fcsrfdfaftr i” 

trPnr , ( frefta RAopirR), 
httw nVr 'rfrrR ntptfTO mareor i 

[fTWT nto 1701 1/1/78-HAo to (Tfosfto)] 
*tro affo m Bfrr 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 17th October, 1978 

S.O. 3110. — In pursuance of clause (d) of section 5 of the 
Post-Graduate Institute of Mellcal Education and Research, 
Chandigarh, Act, 1966 (51 of 1966), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby nominates Shri R. R. Gupta, Joint Secretary 
(Financial Adviser) Ministry of Health and Family Welfare, 
representative of the Ministry of Finance as a member of 
the Post-Graduate Institute of Medical Education and 
Research Chandigarh, vice Shri Prern Nath and makes 
the following amendment in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India in the Ministry of Health and Family 
Welfare No. V. 17012/1 /77-M.E. (PG), dated the 3rd 

June, 1977, namely : — 

In the said notification, for item No. 1 and entries 
relating thereto, the following shall be substituted, namely : — 

"1. Shri R. R. Gupta, Joint Secretary 
(Financial Adviser), 

Ministry of Health apd Family Welfare. 
Representative of the Ministry of Finance”. 

[No. 170I1/1/78-M.E. (PG)] 
R V. SRINIVASAN, Dy. Secy. 

awrt *t*T*W 

(efomT Bnmt) 

few!, 20 1678 

311 1, — ThWT sm (TT sfo P Eri b) erfapppr, 1973 

( 1973 *T 26) ef) 8RT 17 'ft 3WTCT (2) % ptfrr SW 
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*R*a*TrJm : V 4 $« t 28 , 1 978 /a*ft* 6 , 1900 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE AND IRRIGATION 
(Department of Food) 


*fto*f ITT snr>I to n tor ***** Hd^JRI, 16-8-1978 

* 31 * a>' xj*m* tn^a* *t a* ** to vft* j*r to 
to ftfa* tot $ i 

[fft n 024 / 1 2 / 78 -tooqo] 

too to° too *r**, *a *ftor 

MINISTRY OF ENERGY 
(Depaprtment of Coal) 

New Delhi, the 20th September, 1978 

S.O. 3111 — In exercise of the powers conferred tinder 
sub-section (2) of Section 17 of the Coal Mines (Nationalisa- 
tion) Act, 1973 (26 of 1973) the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri Anil Kumar Seth, as Assistant Commissioner 
of Payment w.e.f. the forenoon of 14-8-1978. 

(No. 11024 /12/78-CA] 
G. V. G. RAMAN, Dy. Secy. 

Vfa f?T*Tf HW T WH 

(wm fton) 

*rtor 

to ftoto, 30 ftorort, 1978 

vtowfo 3112 . — **: toff* ***r ^ <rm ftorr*, ftto* mm 
fvT^srrsreff, **rfft fttortof aft* mm (ton* 3r to* tm to 
arrtrftrto jRr fto; to to mrnrftf at*, tor****, to**, 
'rftoiH, ft'ffva **r ftor % ftof "fir *t*t* *r*t *r ft*r 
| tor mm (tor* xrfaft**, 1964 ( 1964 a* 37 ) to tfRt 
13 to* *mtor mm ft** % *** f 1 

to to arm ft*r*, to* mm fttonrto, uarfft ftountof 
to mm ft*t* % to* n*r to arrtoto if arft vx. *| mV; 
**ftto* rtot % *r** if to ftoftrftr* xrftarrfto to *r4- 
totoff % %to* ***tr ^ torn 19 tor, 1971 % tom % 
aa^m* if tof fsrfttto torn % xrm* *r*to* mm ftor* % 
anfmrft * to-t * xrft xrm* to *** wftrfta* to *rt 12 * 

to *9fTRT ( 1 ) % JRT **T tofa* g**r to | I 

xr*. w* mm ftor* xrfijft**, 1994 (1994 arr 37 ) **r 

xra** tftoftRT to OT*T 1 2ff JRT SRW SlPw*f *TT S*t* tot 

toft* ***tr q*^5Rr ft m (Vim* Ttorftoff to to* % 
*rto to *f *r*fm If *Rto* mm ftor* if *4 mm to *Rto$:-- 


** wftarrff/aftmrff a* 

toff* 

WPTFflpTJT 

*R*f* 

*° *r* 

*WR % 

^ TO 

mm ft** 


wtfr* far* 


tot*T*T- 


** T* 

1 <, ?|7 

; *a*T to 


wto | 

far* ** ir 
ff 1 

torn 

1. sto TJTTo rl'JlH M 

ffaftfto 

*?i*a;' 

24-11-74 


xrfsmff 

fttom 


2 . to *r« ftra* 

aftos 


1-3-69 


ftrfw 

xrtoam 


'i. W (^T 

tja* j#- 

affto 

9-10-74 



fa^fftor* 

(^toftto*) 



[9*0*0 52/7/74-t^otoo*rf= It(*lW*-12)] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 30th September, 1978 

S.O. 3112. — Whereas the Central Government has ceased 
to perform the functions of purchase, storage, movement, 
transport, distribution and sale of foodgrains done by the 
Department of Food, the Regional Directorates of Food, the 
Procurement Directors and the Pay & Accounts Offices of the 
Department of Food which under Section 13 of the Food 
Corporation Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) are the functions of the Food 
Corporation of India; 


And whereas the following officers and employees serving 
in the Department of Food, the Regional Directorate of Food, 
the Procurement Diiectorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices 
of the Department of Food and engaged in the performance 
of the functions mentioned above have not, in response to 
the Circular of the Central Government dated the 16th April, 
1971 intimated, within the date specified therein, their intention 
of not becoming employees of the Food Corporation of India 
as required by the proviso to sub-Sectlon (I) of Section 12-A 
of the said Act; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 12-A of the Food Corporations Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) 
as amended upto date the Central Government hereby transfer 
the following officers and employees to the Food Corporation 
of India with effect from the date mentioned against each of 
them. 


SI. Name of the 
No. officer/ 
employees 

Permanent 
post held 
under the 
Central Govt. 

Post held under 
the Central Govt, 
at the time of 
Transfer 

Date of 
transfer 
to the 
F.C.I. 

1. ShriB. M. 
Tejpal 

Technical 

Officer 

Asst. Dir. (Tech) 

24-11-74 

2. Seri R. L. 
Girdhar 

Senior Clerk 

Asst. Supdt. 

1-3-69 

3 , Shri Nand Lai 
Pawa 

Head Elect. 

Foreman (Engg.) 

6-10-74 


[No. 52/7/74-Fa II/VoI. XII) 


xrrtar 

*f (toft, 3 XWJ**, 1978 

w*oRT<> 3 1 1 37 - — toff* *wr I mm ft* ft, flto* mm 
fttormto, **iftr fttortoi to arm fton* $ a** **t to 
Wrto skt ftor to to rnmi*t % **, xtirnsR*, to**, 
ftor** a*r fta** % 2cto a* am* m* rr tr* at * ftorr 
Jr to* mm ft** toft**, 1964 (1964 to 37 ) aft urt 
1 3 % to* *r? 0* atT* ft** ^ ?a* 1 1 

to **: mm f**H, to* arm fftorto, **rftr fttorr- 
**t vft arm f**r* % *** tr*r an*ftr*f if a^r* aR 
to totoftor s**f % *na* t ** ftsrftonT totofrtft to 
tortoftorf I - toff* ***** % tofar 16 xto, 197 1 % *fto 
r**** Sr to ftftfe *rffm % xr*r *to* arm ft** 
a rftoC l * to % to xrm* to *a* xrftfto to *rt 
i2t( to nTTstri (1) % ***5^ srj **t tor* g/**r 
to| 1 

**: xnr arm ft** xrftft**, 1994 (1994 a* 37 ) **r 

warn* titofh* to anr 1 2* jttt *avr *fto *1 a* **t* arto 
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ft( nonis tkltSKi 


th'tl^lPCT'l IP) 

9ftT ^ 

nm st m nrrw tr utcipt aw m r sRttr 

«W Sri 


WTriTriflTri 

wraiW 

Ho TlH 

riritrib % 

% Rriri 

Wi tiTriri 


Rtftri ftriT 


qfr wr- 


7? 7T 

TOfrr ^ 

riRRri si) 



ftriT 77 TT 

51 

mThi 

1 . «fr wnl 

— 

t7riot(oCRro 

7-5-70 

2. sfi- jf)orfro ^ 


qrroqot^ro 

n'ETjH'R 

3-4-70 


52/4/71-^0 arrfo 2*^-9)] 
TWft TPT, 1ST TflV* 


[Part TI— Sec. 3(ii)] 

<th«n»r JwmR 
(wet <ro) 

if ftppff, 18 Vf^*K, 1978 
VroWTo 3114 TPS^T wurf, Iffirfim, 1956 (l956 5ri 

48} 4fi urn 2 «rt srisnxr ( 2 ) im Jtrrr itftiwf in wtir 
Irift fir fcriftiT UTTER IT T^M T ritftri IRfl |f«F TTririPT 

tf»8<n f^rffRT Jr soti! ft iwr tiVt; iriifi-PR 

•rfr fftrnft iwt *fn xrrfv znmrn ft° 8-f tt rbsfrr Sr mrpR 

ijlft iwt citwi'I TFsjfrr TWriift ^tirr 1 

2. rilri TRTR-fft, fftft R7 TTTRT'l VrfNcT Pfril W 
t, ift nw tifErfftrin ift ft tr ftw li-n qr Trsjfcr 

Tmrft fto e-TT Prftsz fW gnr rmurr Trtprr 1 

[fto <ff <"1 5( 1 2)/7S)] 

'spr** fft$ RTf^rr, 

tftt im nfftn 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd October, 1978 

S.O. 3113 — Whereas the Central Government has ceased 
to perform the functions of purchase, storage, movement, 
transport, distribution and sale of foodgrains done by the 
Department of Food, the Regional Directorates of Food, the 
Procurement Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices of 
the Department of Food which under Section 13 of the Food 
Corporations Act, 1964 (37 of 1964) are the functions of the 
Food Corporation of India; 

And whereas the following officers and employees serving 
in the Department of Food, the Regional Directorate of Food, 
the Procurement Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices 
of the Department of Food and engaged in the performance 
of the functions mentioned abovo have not, in response to the 
Circular of the Central Government dated the 16th April, 1971 
intimated, within the date specified therein, their intention of 
not becoming employees of the Food Corporation of India as 
required by the proviso to sub-Scction (i) of Section 12-A of 
the said Act. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
Section 12-A of the Food Corporation of India Act, 1964 (37 
of 1964) as amended upto date the Central Government hereby 
transfer the following officers and employees to the Food 
Corporation of India with effect from the date mentioned against 
each of them. 


SI. Name of the 

No. Officer/ 
employees 

Permanent 
post held 
under the 
Central Govt. 

Post held 

under the 

Central Govt, 
at the time of 
transfer 

Date of 
transfer 
to the 
F. C. I. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . Shri P. C. Sharma 

— 

SAS Accoun- 
tant 

7-5-70 

2. Shri V. P. Gupta 

U.D.C. 

SAS Accoun- 
tant 

3-4-70 


[No, 52/4/71-FFCIIJ (Vol. IX)] 
BAKSHI RAM, Dy. Secy . 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 

(Roads Wing) 

New Delhi, the 18th October, 1978 

S.O. 3114.. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 2 of the National Highways Act, 
1956 (48 of 1956), the Central Government hereby declares 
that the highway starting from its junction at Chiloda on 
the National Highway No. 8, in Gujarat, connecting Gandhi- 
nagar and terminating at Sarkhej on the National Highway 
No. 8-A shall be a national highway: 

The said highway now declared to be a national highway 
shall be deemed to be specified in the Schedule to the 
aforesaid Act at serial Np. 11-A ns National Highway 
No. 8-C. 

[No. PL-5(12)/78] 
J. S. MARYA, Director General 

and Additional Secy. 

. 1 ■ Hi. —*1111 — -- 

TWT JrjTTHTW^T 

wto Wrefar ftniFr) 

Tflf B ftriTWl, 1977 

*T. W. 8115 . — i MHTCI GTET $ tflWk 
^ fmO fftTHT, 1970 farDT 10 3CT~?A*riT (4) 4 ST^- 

w t&tfenfurlr 4 

spy sm jttot m f, ortii^farn nrrrfr 

rf 1 .- 

tltyfa wk fa*rk fnWiT (RJ 1 af'ftW) 

1. 3rtft$nr> faRfar (rV snrso, 'WMV. 
Tn [ u i Run, evil I 

2. ftrwfr ifctfrrr-i, hri, 'fatfafr, 

3. ‘irw *tor, qWMV, ^ | 

4. 't*t qWMr, nm vm, ntf i 

a. atp-iwtr tfrfr -wiErtvfn sremror. 

M s r fq eef) I 
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e, st. mr *mfrr nffW arwmw *rr?r, qfo lY yfq, 
st. srtfrJTT orwmw, 7^ fWf 1 

7. tfrn Ynuk >fsw-i, Km, ^ 

Yrwfi 1 1 

8 . tfrrg Yimfw ifsrr -2 ? 7 ptw to, t * 1 

fk^ff 1 

9. n^rt^r tow ifm, ^rfWV, tos'tYtt' toto, 

Yr^ft 1 

10. l (V<rft q-Vj/k ’jfrnvw-4, ^JYhYs, hw ttt, 

mf 1 

11. fcrafW itsto- 6 , ^rff-rtT, g^irw wr, yf Y^wft 1 

12. Y-rcf«r Ttm-7, iwri^rfr, tpsnw wr, ^ Yq?rft 1 

13. Yrorfor M-a, ^rfWV, r^rw mnr, fM 1 

14. f^mfor M-ii, ^rtWV, rsnw wt, *rtf 

1 

13. qkfk iYstt »fs^r-2, qkfYyYr, iM TOU, 

Ml 

is. *Wk qYkspr-i 

Ysrtff 1 

17. qVsk f^pr ifsw-i, qkfYTYs, fignro toto, yf 1 

Yrwft 1 

18. *iWk Yq^q jfSW-2, jp^irw VpT7 71* 

ft ft 1 ^ 

Tq wit I 

18 Yq 7 *£?r *15 *T- 3 , ^rffirfr, lpJJTW *TT 7 , Tlf 

fWf I 

20. qraT^p^FT Mi, W^riV, Yswnr wr, sTfqrr 

Wb, 7^ I 

21. fWf Y^pr <rft*fsnr-3 , i^jtot 

W 7 , 7^ fVr# 1 

22. Yq^yr ?*mfor *rs «-2, ^WY-iYq, Yrwm- W7 
Ml, 7 ^ iWf 1 

23. Yq^r ifsw-s, qktYTYr, Yq^nr ittot, 

HTtYs, 7 ^ fWf I 

24. 4mi-yD n <-M JfSTT-3, sWYlYq, Ytot 7 WT, Jfai7 

*TT^ 5 , Tlf 1 

25. k wfl qk/W *rfwfs w-4, qwilYiYq, f^ITW »TT7 yi* 

I 

26 . SrSlSps^Hf TSTH ^rfMV, Y^qjT *PT 7 , Jjkr? 
71 ^, ^ Yrwft 1 

27. towtsto mvm m, tWYtYt toMt 
WriM 1 , Tlf Yr^ft I 

28 . ST. TOT TOTifl mJT'U’TO 3 TOT 7 M Yt^TT ifry, «l V)f? 7 Yq ', 
st. ntYiTT arerw, 7 ^ iWY 1 

711 GI/ 78— 12 


29. sj^m 1 YhuVi^i, qVl^'lYl, ?^TTW HTOT, I 

30. Tff qlwiY'iYq, f ^9w toto, 

WY 1 

31. y^M coYiwift), WWr, f^nw 

?rfsi Winfui Ysmft (twY arssr) : 

82. YtotW (sqftww), ww, m- 
ymy n, wf YTwft-110022 1 

33. f^rofor TT^n? (77?mY yfw>, *?m»-i, 

^ ?S7vft 1 

34. armn ifufs-tr, qVr^ntq, 4 ie *fsY Tnfi to, 

3TFT7T (y. ir.) 1 

35. vpnp jtstt, qWWV, 0/78 «n^i/, qrFry 

(y. it.) 1 

36. ‘i'H * i;-t »rrrr, <WWV, 20 TpfiMHwf, «j^tt- 

03. TT.) I 

37. rjrrfTOTT *Tkfk JTS7T, 34/35 TOpftsT^ TOTOft, ”nYTOTT 
(IT. TT.) 1 

38 . srepft itstt, Yn?q« Hnrro, Tis, 

3 | j( * 1 1 (TOT.) 1 

39. 5 ditjnp; q5=r/k qi nffnk , 70 ^qrr ikr, fTmrr- 
^ (3 . it.) 1 

40. ST 5 # 4fc#T JTS7T, ikiMV, 5-q H1S7T ?TTir, stW 

(y. it.) 1 

41. Yf 7 ?ft ik^T qfkcH’-s jfe »?nq; 4, tfw 4 , tot- 

42. yr^ qkftr ifsw, t^nc if. 2, wfft <pmM, ar#u 

ITOT, ; Tfrp (TW.) 1 

43. kurror Yt^t ifsw-i, qWYyY«r, tfxs s, 
7, irHf^M.ru', Yqwft 1 

44. Yr^ff Ytitrit Ysrf^r tfsw-2, qktY^N, ®5nqi 1. 
tfw 2, TOT^ropjriT, IT?' Y^?ft 

45. Yssit qkfk Y^tr ifsrr, ^riYyYr, Yfry, toYw- 
to; (y. it.) 1 

iWk nh Yimk Ysunr (to^t aHrw) : 

46 . 3 n%^! Yrorfk tt^Vp (stt^t), hWY-tYt, ip^rw 
vnry, inf 1 

47. Y^wff oYw' c t t- 3, q^JYnYq, Sfnprw »nnT, 
inf fkwff 1 

48. Yynf°r ifs7r-2, qkfYyfr, hw itttit, ^ Yrwft 1 

49. Yyrrfor ifS7T-3, TTfer if. 297-99 nrYrq: yro, inf 

YrTvff-l 10049 1 

50. Yr^ff ^#r qYw»w-fl, iktYirtr, wro 1, tot- 

inf Ys^ i 
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si. ' <ft 1 tfww, rw ww, i 

52. ftfwft qflJtr?T-7, 

63. iWflF er^Mfr^fr, RYR, ^ I 

54 . fqfy ?r rtr-io, t&TtMV, *?tto e. 8 , 3 TTV -3 

Ri^y *nn, ^ • 

55 . 'OTPp sn^r tfin tfrw, 113/11 ET?rq 

RFR, VEE^ (3, IT.) 1 

56. wrfrfr crr^r rot? tfsit, 90/8/5 fdW 

srrsrser, Rrffft (3. it.) l 

<WNr whs ftmK frrvRr (hmft narrow aNw) : 

57. whs hmfnr hmpr rrrw-2, toret), i^ti 

•rps wNr^rT^m wnw arpmrcr, h?r?ft 1 

58. wftwhr Tfrw-3, (ftmft wrpt), n.-HW iyg ryit/R 

WWir, 3 trto apft rfe, hrwh 1 

59. wiM^r jprw-12. (^Wf iRiRpr), fee# 3 ^r ^m- 

5 pt ^ fero ^r=^, srrrr wm, =nf fe?# 1 

flo. niferfV tfrw-13, (fe?# wred, <fNr 
fefe s X fer# 1 

ei. wtf’wfr Rrw-i, (fer# iPiiTTpr), y y-rffer 

W^r, arrerc; ai# rfa, feyft 1 

62. prffefe- R^w-e, (fe?# jtwtur), #r ^nrt 
Wot, =t^ fev# 1 

63. #fefe *frw-7, (fe?# jrirpd, rlk r yyftf vf# 
WrTT, fewft I 

64. prfhrfr qfpf^W-3, (fer# JTWRPT), BJ^feRTT ymf- 

SPT vpipij 54JMW tr^5, fer# I 

as. srtfefa iftrw-3, (feyft jtorpo, armts ur# rfs, 

Rg* fe rvff I 

ea yrtfefe qfpferr-4 (fawft jtwrpt), err 

q? <fW 4W", y^irptr tj^e, r^ fe^# 1 

67. wffefe ww-18, (fee# nym), « n s ;ofeei wr $ 

*M. yf ? yr*nv r&z, fee# 1 

66 . HtPRpT RTW-19, (fer# WIRED, f{t,4P a ^ RRR- y 

frJr, yyprpR R?* fer# 1 

69. erfferfe fe^r rtw-i, (fe*# wired, amrs 3T# 
tPs, * 1/ Pr^ft 1 

70. wffwfr P«r^r wyw- 3 , (Prwh torpt), s^'P^m i 

RTR, ?rgirfV RFf, PqpRfr I 

4^)*r «l«s pRwfw Ptvtpt (^ P^nrr-nPytRft atwr) : 

71 . stwi 1 tPrtb w, ^SwtPRpy, ajf?; ^Marf Psf^y. 

5 Tf writ, ioi Rjrf 1 inh rte, ^^^-400020 1 


72 . ihj^k qt^rw- 3 , sVrtPnP*!, tft% 7 T 'pttc't, 
trCTrhn (q-Pir^ffr), •pw( c i 

73. ! ^N' tPr/tw, ^fpTp2, ^ ffNftarf 

Pstw'y, 27T RTWT, ^ ife, ^^-400 020 I 

rw 1 . 2/2/77 -Pr^J 
Piyimw «hir, PRRk hsiP-h'^ti 


MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 


(Directorate General of Works) 

Central Public Works Department 
New Delhi, the 18th September, 1977 

S O. 3115. — In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of rule 10 of the 
Official Language (Use for official purposes of the Union) 
Rules, 1976, the Central Government hereby notifies the 
following offices, the staff whereof have acquired a working 
knowledge of Hindi : — 

Cenlral Public Works Department (New Delhi Zone) : 

1. Suprin tending Suryevor of Works (New Delhi Zone), 

CPWD, Nirman Bhavon, New Delhi. 

2. Delhi Central Circle No. I, CPWD, indraprastha 

Bhavan, New Delhi. 

3. 'F’ Division, CPWD, IP Bhavan, New Delhi. 

4. ‘N’ Division, CPWD, IP Bhawan, New Delhi, 

5. Safdarjung Hospital Division, CPWD, Safdarjung 

Hospital, New Delhi. 

6. Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia Hospital Division, CPWD, 

Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia Hospital, New Delhi. 

7. Parliament Works Division No. I, CPWD, IP Bhavan, 

New Delhi. 

8. Parliament Works Division No. II, CPWD, IP 

Bhavan, New Delhi. 

9. President Estate Division, CPWD, Rashtranati Bhavan. 

New Delhi. 

10. Delhi Central Circle No. IV, CPWD. IP Bhavan. 

New Delhi. 

11. Construction Division No. IV, CPWD. IP Bhavan, 

New Delhi 

12. Construction Division No. VII, CPWD. IP Bhavan. 

New Delhi. 

13. Construction Division No. IX, CPWD, IP Bhavan. 

New Delhi. 

14. Construction Division No. XI, CPWD, IP Bhavan. 

New Delhi 

15. Central Stores Division No. II, CPWD, Netaii Nagar, 

New Delhi. 

16. Delhi Central Electrical Circle No, I, IP Bhavan, 

New Delhi. 

17. Central Electrical Division No, I, CPWD, IP Bhavan. 

New Delhi. 

18. Central Electrical Division No, II, CPWD, IP Bhavan. 

New Delhi. 

19. Central Electrical Division No, TH, CPWD, IP Bhavan. 

New Delhi. 

20. Air Conditioning Division No. I, CPWD, Vldyut 

Bhavan, Sbanker Market, New Delhi. 

21. Delhi Central Electrical Circle No. m, CPWD, IP 

Bhavan, New Delhi. 

22. Electrical Construction Division No. II, CPWD, 

Vldyut Bhavan, Shanker Market, New Delhi. 

23. Central Electrical Division No. VIII, CPWD, Vldyut 

Bhavan, Shanker Market, New Delhi. 
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24 Air Conditioning Division No. Ill, CPWD, Vidyut 
Bhavan, Shanker Market, New Delhi. 

25. Delhi Central Electrical Circle No. IV, CPWD. IP 

Bhavan, New Delhi. 

26. Air Conditioning Division No. IV, CPWD, Vidyut 

Bhavan, Shanker Market, New Delhi. 

27. Safdarjung Hospital Electrical Division, CPWD, 

Safdarjung Hospital, New Delhi. 

28. Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia Hospital, Electrical Division. 

CPWD, Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia Hospital, New 
Delhi. 


29. Director of Horticulture, CPWD, IP Bhavan. 

New Delhi. 

30. Dy. Director of Horticulture (North), CPWD, IP 

Bhavan, New Delhi. 

31. Dy. Director of Horticulture (West), CPWD, IP 

Bhavan, New Delhi. 

CENTRAL PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (NOR- 
THEREN ZONE) : 

32. Superintending Surveyor of Works (Aviation), CPWD 

East Block-I, RK Puram, New Delhi. 

33. Superintending Surveyor of Works (Northern Zone). 

CPWD East Block-I, RK Puram, New Delhi. 

34. Agra Central Circle, CPWD, 416 Mandi Sayeed Khan, 

Agra (UP). 

35. Kanpur Central Division, CPWD, 9/78 Arya Nagar, 

Kanpur (UP). 

36. Dehradun Central Division, CPWD, 20 Subhash Marg, 

Dchradun (UP). 

37. Gwalior Central Division, CPWD, 34/35 Laxmibai 

Cly., Gwalior (MP). 

38. Ajmer Central Division, CPWD, Civil lines, Katchery 

Road, Ajmer (Raj.). 

39. Allahabad Central Division, CPWD, 76 Lukar Ganj, 

Allahabad (UP). 

40. Bareilly Central Division, CPWD, J-A Model Town. 

Bareilly (UP). 

41. Delhi Central Circle No. V, East Block-IV, RK Puram. 

New Delhi. 

42. Udaipur Central Division, Plot No, 2, Mahavir Cly., 

Ashok Nagar, Udaipur (Raj.). 

43. Delhi Aviation Electrical Division No. I, CPWD, East 

Block--3, RK Puram, New Delhi. 

44. Delhi Aviation Electrical Division No II, CPWD. 

East Block- 1, RK Puram, New Delhi. 

45. Hindoo Central Electrical Division, CPWD, Hlndon, 

Ghaziabad (UP'). 

CENTRAL PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (FOOD 
ZONE) : 

46. Suprindending Surveyor of Works (Food), CPWD IP 

Bhavan, New Delhi. 

47. Delhi Central Circle No. Ill, CPWD. IP Bhavan, 

New Delhi. 


48. Construction Division No, II, CPWD, IP Bhavan 

New Delhi. 

49. Construction Division No. HI, Qr. No. 297-98 Sadia 

Nagar, New Delhi. 

50. Delhi Construction Circle No. VI, CPWD East Block-1. 

RK Puram, New Delhi. 

31. ‘P’ Division, CPWD, IP Bhavan New Delhi. 

52. Delhi Central Electrical Circle No. VII, East Block, 

CPWD, RK Puram, New Delhi. 

53. Electrical Division No. V, CPWD, IP Bhavan, 

New Delhi. 


54. Electrical Division No, X, CPWD, Blk 8, Typ 

Qrs, Sadiq Nagar, New Delhi. 

55. Kanpur Food Storage Division, CPWD 113/ 

Swaroop Nagar. Kanour (UP! 


56. Jhaisi Food Storage Division, CPWD, 96/8/5 Civil 

Lines, Jhansi (UP). 

CENTRAL PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (DELHI 
ADMINISTRATION ZONE). 

57. PWD Division No. H (Delhi Admn.), Store Block, 

Lok Nayak Jai Prakash Hospital, New Delhi. 

58. PWD Division No, III (Delhi Admn.), Sunlight Insu- 

rance Bldg., Asaf Ali Road, New Delhi. 

59. PWD Division No, XII (Delhi Admn.), Barracks 

near Delhi High Courts, Bapa Nagar, New Delhi 

60. PWD Division No. XHI (Delhi Admn.), Til Hazari 

Couts Bldg., New Delhi, 

61. PWD Division No. I (Delhi Admn.), Sunlight Insu- 

rance Bldg., Asaf Ali Road, New Delhi. 

62. PWD Division No. VI (Delhi Admn.), Tis Hazari 

Courts Bldg., New Delhi. 

63. PWD Division No. VII (Delhi Admn.), Tis Hazari 

Courts Bldg., New Delhi. 

64. PWD Circlc-IIl (Delhi Admn.), MSO Bldg., IP 

Estate, New Delhi. 

65. PWD Division No. V (Delhi Admn.), Asaf Ali 

Road, New Delhi. 

66. PWD Circle No. IV (Delhi Admn.), Barracks behind 

MSO Bldg., IP Estate, New Delhi. 

67. PWD Division No. XVIII (Delhi Admn,), Barrack* 

behind MSO Bldg., IP State, New Delhi. 

68. PWD Division No. XIX (Delhi Admn.), Barrack* 

behind MSO Bldg., IP Estate, New Delhi. 

69. PWD Electrical Division No. 1 (Delhi Admn.), Asaf 

Ali Road, New Delhi. 

70. PWD Electrical Division No. Til (Delhi Admn.). 

MSO Bldg., IP Estate, New Delhi. 

CENTRAL PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (SOUTH- 
WESTERN ZONE) : 

71. Bombay Centra) Circle No. I, CPWD, Old CGO 

Bldg., 5th floor, 101 MK Road, Bombay-20. 

72. Bombay Central Circle No. Ill, CPWD, COS Qia,, 

Ghotkopar (West), Bombay. 

73. Bombay Central Electrical Circle, CPWD, New 

CGO Bldg., 2nd floor, Church Gate, Bombay-20, 

[No. 2/2/77-Hindi] 
V. R. VAISH, Director General of Works 


(fkrsft itbttt) 

fsrrif, 5 swjsn: 1978 

3116 , — ■ ftwfr fwirr wftrfwr, 1957 ( 1957 
61) s?r httt 44 % d ’ W-rii % w^r, % ant 

trvpR frfril >£) uUrt sfpur fawm rth B aft 
ifriwr ririlmr sftvn ^ fcrhF 1 1978 ulfHTr 

Be tpfio 3 ( 298/65-tpro'fTo % BRI ffFTT *RTT *TT I 

*rtr tTfsrfmi’T ^?i urt 1 i-t aft ^-(trt (3) 

5333 *( 14 fait I tPTf tJJTR B’H) *7 /ssn BI'rT fTf 

•tTfta: 0 30 fi't fan "P ; 

vftr tpt: ttttpr % 'rsT Tf/'rf'S'T ■jw rivfrmr ^ * 7 ^ 

if UTTfrirt eftr tt ffaTR SRri T *14 ftrsft TT ssjr 

hURT riYr rfRsr fqTprff c B , PT if tfflPET TiL-t Vt PwIh faTJT 
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MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 


WTO TO 3W WfaffiTOT R WTTT 1 1-TT "ft 37 ETTTT ( 2) STTT 
gatl * I fra h’"T TO IirfpT S' JT(, R/R RTTOT Wmf ^ SRin 

Jr w wfeyrm * sro'to ftR if) wrftw % <R ^ 

tHrt cm Rror faron ■toft Jr tiro^im fHroffffto mrrlro 

toR ft ; 4TTOT : 

R fit TO 

' RrstiqV T 7n3TOT % 3TR jf, fW JR 1 TO%TO Jr TO«T 

tftotR wR-mro 4° II J; storm to, R 55 *t 

91.5 fi)ZT (300 5^) TFS^k CRRTO TO^-TOTT 4° II, 
qfim if 01 rffcT (200 ^) TO Tfr mUirVM' W% 
Ttwr wk 3WT J( ^r rftonr mfrwrrcTO; ^ (frffij*; 

% Rrm sfa fur) Jr tom gwr ft, # 0-14 

afar Jr wR tobt totot 5.02 ftfSTO ( 12.4 ffTTf) % 
wa R fiRR i romr sRR (RfJ^ro ipf, Jr 4 to4 wR 
sfr wr) Jr uw to "fJ^rroft toR" Iron totot ft 1 ” 

[ro to 1301 1/0/72— ^o^to— I] 
epft TTff nlw, TOT fifm 

New Delhi, the 5th October, 1978 

S.O. 3116. — Whereas certain modification which the 
Central Government proposes to make in the Master Plan 
for Delhi /Zonal Development Plan regarding the areas 
mentioned hereunder, were published with Notice No. F. 
3(298) /65-MP dated the 1st July, 1978 in accordance with 
the provisions of section 44 of the Delhi Development Act, 
1957 (61 of 1957) inviting objections /suggestions, as 
required by sub-section (3) of section 11 -A of the said 
Act, within thirty days from the date of the said notice ; 

And whereas the Central Government! after considering 
the objections and suggestions with regard to the said 
modification mentioned hereunder, has decided to modify 
the Master Plan for Delhi and Zonal Development Plan ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section 11-A of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following modification in the 
said Master Plan for Delhi and Zonal Development Plan 
with effect from the date of publication of this notification 
in the Gazette of India, namely : 

MODIFICATION 

“An area, measuring about 5.02 hects. (12,4 acres) 
falling in zone C-14, in the north of Chandrawal 
Water Works, at the junction of National High- 
way Bypass No, II with Mall Road Extension, 
bounded by 91.5 metres (300 ft.) National 
Highway By-pass No. II in the east, 61 metre* 
(200 ft.) Mall Road Extension in the south and 
the Master Plan Recreational Area (District 
Parks, playgrounds and open spaces in the west 
and north, is changed from "Recreational use” 
(District Parks, playgrounds and open spaces)” to 
"Residential use,” 

[No. K-l 30 1 1 /6,/72-UDl] 
H. R. GOEL, Under Secy. 


WTOT Mo mu 
(wrw tnr rfrt) 

4$ ftoff, 18 1978 

eti oWi 0 3117 , — totR wttoRnrT 027 , ftotor 8 wpft, i960 
tro wpj fto wrRR att tormr, 1931 Jr Rmr 434 $ 
tfrlll % tar (*) % v-jok tpritt TOrrfRnrrr ^ wmwr, ^s- 
wrrto <Tfro, tottj, trftrforr, ?praw, ^x’-aRTTrofl' 

WHVi tor $ fills- i-i 1-78 Jr TOrtow to tottR topj toR 
to firm fron ft 1 

[rfwr j/8/78-ffr tpr R] 
vfxR usif'wi, nfTTO qfifJrtov (’froimRo) 


(P&T Board) 

New Delhi, the 18th October, 1978 

S.O, 3117.— In pursuance of para 1(a) of Section in of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced 
by S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director 
General, Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 1-11-1978 
as the date on which the Measured Rate System will be 
introduced in Angalur, Ghdlavalleru, Moturu, Mudinepalle, 
Pamarru, Tamiriaa, Ventrapragada & Z. Golvapallo Telephone 
Exchanges, Andhra Circle. 

[No. 5-8/78-PHB1 
R. C. KETARTA, Assistant Director General (PHB) 


(yrator from) 

4ft frwfl, 6 TOtJTO, 19 78 

TO°WT°3118, — fq+Ulffifl W|(A3 (hUtTO nfil ^H«i Id') fffir- 
faTOT, 1954 ( 1954TO 44) R ETOT 34 R 0WO ( l) 5TOT 

sttot srftoff to sRR iroJr giT to(R totr 
WT t 5 ttt 3to wfwRmr «tfr ttm 24 uff ^qtrnr ( 4) 

nro httt 33 % #r miPr if) mR wfeut g/m% frorpr 
RiTO film oft Rum anr R qtfR R wntR 1 
2, wJr w hrfior R nfmym rf e( 21 )/7 7-^01^10-1 
ftRlT 4 1978 TO qftrw>r ftor TOWT ^ 1 

[ffo i(2i)/f«ito Jrsr/78 tprottRo-II] 

MINISTRY OF SUPPLY AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Rehabilitation) 

New Delhi, ,t'be 6th October, 1978 

S.O. 3118. — In exercise of the, powers conferred by Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 34 of the Displaced Persons (Com- 
pensation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 i (44 of 1954), the 
Central Government hereby directs that the powers exercis- 
able by it under Sub-Section (4) of Section 24 and Section 
33 of the said Act shall be exercisable also by Shri Kaushal 
Kumar, Joint Secretary in the Department of Rehabilitation. 

2. This supersedes this Department’s Notification No. 
6(21 ) /77-SS.I dated 4th April, 1978. 

[No. 1(21 )/SpI. Cell/78-SSII) 

TO°wi o 3 1 19. — firwrfJpr «rfro (srffiro fim jrR) Rfaftmr, 
1954 ( 1954 TO 44) R WTU 3 R TOHTO ( l) JTTT STOTT 

vtftoi) to spfR toJJ tofor fiTTR am m wftr- 

ftorr ^ sRit to am jjto jfTOrofi' irr^TO R tfft' nq 
toR fi froTOTOT toJt ^ firq 544% ftopi % trim, «f) 
Rtot jtot R, ww tnrrq Jr ^to rWBFfi qrypr ^ to Jr 
toR ft i toJJ TO ftopr R Rfir^rorr rfo rr-360iG 

( 1 )/75— HTTTo (TTOTo ) /To To fTOtV 4 1978 fT nfilWl 

faro TO4T I I 

[#o l(2l)/fTOST ^<T/78-r(Bo %To II] 

Rfromr itfrow, TOmrfm 

S.O. 3119. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 3 of the Displaced Persons (Compen- 
sation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 1954), the 
Central Government hereby appoints Shrl Kaushal Kumar, 
Joint Secretary in the Department of Rehabilitation as 
Chief Settlement Commissioner for the purpose of perform- 
ing the functions assigned to such Chief Settlement Com- 
missioner by or under the said Act with immediate effect. 
This supersedes the Notification No. A-36016(l) /75-Ad 
(GZ)/SW dated the 4th April, 1978. 

[No. l(21)/Spl. Cell/78-SS. II] 
S. L. MEDIRATTA, Under Secy. 
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WT 

Elf 16 1978 

irr. air. 3120 .— bc*h # ^ wote ?t 7 ? 

k vrhfiYsr ^ cfnT ffiTET apf^TE «n, krffi 

arftlfEEEr, 1947 (1947 ffiT 14) ^ HTCT 2 ^ (3) 4 

Eras (e) Timrf ^ appjron tf, wn frcw 4 ‘sm 
BTPfiM' ^rikt^nfll’ TRJTT ffiT. 3TT, 1248 flints 13 Si u Vi , 
1978 ^fTTT W aftntEEH q$ JGlkEk 

^ twf! 20 anfVr, 1978 ^ u: bet ^ ffimnrftr ^ ?m(j «!+ 
xiBwff *trr Biksr knir m , 

arft vfefh et tr tpt ^ fffi mkfiB if tw ffiwraftr 

Oi bto ajf 1 ! cMdi^rir ^ ?(■! ^ qif f*ji vjufli aici?^r ^ | 

anr; m, aff^Vap ‘j'sprr; ariVrfWr, 1947 (1947 sb 14) 

^ WT 2 ^ swg (3) 4 WI (6) ^ E LK^ JTTW ^ liVldf 
*61 irqtfr mid 5rt3 a! kist b< ffiti 8 ea 8 e>t 8 w 
arfijfwr e? remeT q? far? 20 ai^n, 1978 ^ O; wr 
Eft arft tromfw e 5 fortj hIe; etbMJ- tfaT BffBrr Erck ^ 1 

[ft. BE - . HOlT/lo/78^-1 (© (1)1 

MINISTRY OF LABOUR 

New Delhi, the 16th October, 1978 

S.O. 3120. — Whereas, the Central Government having been 
satisfied that the public interest so required had. In pur- 
suance of the provisions of sub-clause (vi) of clause i(n) of 
section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), 
declared by the notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour No. S.O. 1248 dated the 13th April, 
1978, the service in the Uranium Industry, to be a public 
Utility service for the purposes of the said Act for a period 
of six months from the 20th April, 1978 ; 

And whereas, the Central Government is of opinion that 
public interest requires the extension of the said period by a 
further period of six months ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby declares the said industry to be a public 
utility service for the purposes of the said Act for a further 
period of six months from the 20th October, 1978. 

[No. S. 11017/10/78 /DI(A)J 


'WeV 

Prwft, 10 <3TE^E<, 1978 

VI. «T. 3121.— WIT BTET17 e 5 SOT Sift Eft 

ft®BT E5T. 3TT, 459 ffEiffi 5 ETEftf, 1963 fH7T BtsE 
NR -qimeifl fclWT E^BTCTE FTufl tft fw f, E? tfidlftf-i 
ee te frw k tbt f, 

3fTT: 3IT, k^ll^EE) kEl^ ^TfutrrtUT, 1947 (1947 EB 14) 

^ft urn o ft EqVtrt ft ft 1 ftkk rtebi ftf t?TL w, 
tr3 £ I tftH Iff 4,4l r qn qfs b SIR- EB tftiifth 

’TR-ffr ^ ! 

pf. inr, uo2o/io/78-^'i«)] 

itR". i mi rum, arfwi^ 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 16th October, 1978 

S.O. 3121. — Whereas a vacancy has occurred in the Office 
of the Presiding Officer of the Labour Court with head- 
quarters at Bangalore constituted by the notification of the 
Government of India in the then Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S.O. 439 dated the 5th February, 1963 ; 

Now therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of sections 8 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby appoints Shri M. R. Mujumdar 
as the Presiding Officer of the Labour Court constituted as 
aforesaid. 

[No. S. 1 1020/10 /78 /DI (A)] 
L. K. NARAYANAN, Desk Officer 


New Delhi, the 13th October, 1978 

S.O. 3122. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, the Central Government hereby pub- 
lishes the following award of the Arbitrator In the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the stevedores 
of Paradip Port Trust and their workmen which was recei- 
ved by the Central Government on 9th October, 1978. 

BEFORE SHRI S. N. MOHANTY, ASSISTANT LABOUR 
COMMISSIONER (CENTRAL) BHUBANESWAR AND 
ARBITRATOR APPOINTED UNDER SUB-SECTION (3) 
OF SECTION 10A OF THE INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES 
ACT, 1947 

Reference No. 8(31)/77-BBS|A 

PRESENT : 

Shri S. N. Mohanty, Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(C), Bhubaneswar & Arbitrator. 


PARTIES : 

Employers In relation to : 

Representing employers i.e. 6 Stevedores. — 1. M/s. E. 

C. Boso & Co. Pvt. Ltd. Paradip Port, (2) M/s. Roy 
& Chatterjec & Co. Pvt. Ltd. Paradip Port. 
(3) M/s. T. P. Roy Choudhury & Co. Pvt. Ltd., 
Paradip Port. (4) M/s. O.S.C.T.C, Ltd., Paradip 
Port. (3) M/'s. J, M. Baxi & Co., Paradip Port. 
(6) M/s. South India Corporation Paradip Port. 

Representing workmen. — Paradip Port Workers Union, 
Paradip Port. 


APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the employers. — (1) Shri K. J. Valson, 
Manager, M/s. L. C. Bose & Co. (P) Ltd. (2) 
Shri B. Sahoo, Manager, M/s. Roy & Chatterjec 
Pvt. Ltd. (3) Shri B. Khuntia, Managar, M/s. T. 
P, Roy Choudhury & Co. i(4) Shri R. Pradhan, 
Manager, M/s. O.S.C.T.C. Ltd. (5) Shri B. S. 
Mishra, Representative of M/s. J. M. Baxi & Co. 

On behalf of the workmen i.e, Paradip Port Workers 
Union.— (1) Shri N. Khuntia, President. (2) 
Shri Syed Tanvir Ahmed, Working President. 

STATE : Orissa. INDUSTRY : Port & Docks 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-38013(l)/77-D.IVi(A), dated the 28th 
September, 1977 the Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour referred the following dispute for my arbitration : 

“Payment of Ex-gratia/ Bonus from the yeats 1972 
till date to the Wincbmen and Signalmen of 
Paradip Port." 
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2. The Union representing the concerned workmen filed 
their written statement raising various contentions and 
claming' bonus/ex -gratia in respect of Winchmen and the 
Signalmen engaged by various Stevedores at the Paradip 
Port for the years 1972 to 1976, by the specified Stevedoring 
companies mentioned in the reference, While M/s. E. C, 
Bose & Co, Pvt. Ltd. M/s. Roy & Chattcrjee Pvt. Ltd. and 
M/s. J. M. Baxi & Co. Pvt. Ltd. raised various issues 
M/s. South India Corporation Agencies Pvt. Ltd. denied 
their complete liability in the matter. Various dates were 
fixed for hearing but the same had to be adjourned at the 
request of the parties. The case was finally posted for 
hearing in this office on the 7th September, 1978 for decid- 
ing the Issue. But out of the 6 employers specified in the 
schedule only representatives of 5 employers and the rep- 
resentatives of the workmen appeared and filed a settlement 
of the dispute. M/s. South India Corporation (Agenciet) 
Pvt. Ltd. however did not cause any appearance nor i« a 
signatory to the mutual settlement filed by (he other par- 
ties. On consideration of the relevant clauses of the settle- 
ment! mentioned as Annexure ‘A’ to the petition I am satis- 
fied that the settlement is in the interest of both the em- 
ployers and the employees and that i'l is just and proper 
that the settlement be recorded. 

3. As the defaulting employer viz. M/s. South India 
Corporation (Agencies) Pvt. Ltd, did not cause appearance 
either to fall in line with the other employers or to take 
a different stand in the matter ft: is but fair to observe that 
they should also implement the said terms of settlement as 
contained in Annexure ‘A’ to /he petition filed by the parties 
jointly marked Annexure-I. 

In the result the award is passed In terms of the settle- 
ment. The terms of Settlement together with the forwarding 
petition will form part of the Award. 

DATF 20-9-1978. 

S. N. MOHANTY, Arbitrator. 


MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN STEVE- 
DORES OF PARADIP PORT AND THE WORKMEN 
REPRESENTED BY PARADIP PORT WORKERS UNION 
IN BONUS DISPUTE, DRAWN ON THE 7TH SEPTEM- 
BER, 1978 AT BHUBANESWAR 

PARTIES PRESENT: 

Representing employers. — S. Shri B. S. Mishra, M/s. J. 
M, Baxi & Co., Paradip Port (1) Shri K. j. Valson, 
Manager, M/s. E. C. Bose & Co. (P) Ltd., Steve- 
dores, Paradip. (2) Shri B, Sahoo, Manager, M/s. 
Roy & Chatterjce (P) Ltd, Paradip. (3) Shri B. 
Khuntia, Manager, M/s. T. P. Roy Chowdhury & 
Co., Paradip. (4) Shri R, Pradhan, Manager, OSCTC 
Ltd., Paradip. 

Representing workmen,— Paradip Port Workers Union 

(1) Shri N. Khuntia, President, (2) Shri Sved 
Tanvir Ahmed, Worldng President. 


SHORT RECITAL OF THE CASE 

The dispute relating to payment of bonus /ex-gratia to 
Winchmen and Signalmen for the period 72-73 onwards was 
agreed to bo referred to the arbitration of Shri S. N. 
Mohanty, Assistant Labour Commissioner (Central), Bhu- 
baneswar vide arbitration agreement dated 6-8-77 as 
published under Govt. Order dated 28-9-1977 (S.O. No. 
3104, dated 8-10-1977). In the meantime the parties to 
the agreement resolved the issue on the following terms 
for being filed before the Arbitrator of giving his award. 


Terms of Settlement 

It is agreed that ; — 


BEFORE SHRI S. N. MOHANTY, ASSISTANT LABOUR 
COMMISSIONER (CENTRAL), BHUBANESWAR AND 
ARBITRATOR 

Reference No. 8(31)/77-BBS/A 

Employers in relation to the establishments of Steve- 
dores, Paradip Port. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Paradip Port Workers 
Union. 


(1) M/s. E. C. Bose & Co. (P) Ltd. and M/s. Roy 
& Chatterjce (P) Ltd., Stevedores, Paradip Port 
will each pay Rs. 80 (Rupees Eighty) only to each 
of the Wlnchman and Signalman who had worked 
on ships handled by them during the years 1972-73 
and 1973-74 towards ex-gratia for the said two 
years. 

(2) All winchmen and signalmen including winchmen 

working as Foremen who had put in 30 days atten- 
dance with any of the concerned Stevedores during 
1974-75, 1975-76 and 1976-77 would be paid bonus/ 
ex-gratia at the rates shown below : — 


Joint petition for compromise settlement. 

The petitioners on behalf of the parties above named, 
most respectfully beg to state 

(1) that the parties have arrived at an amicable settle- 
ment of the dispute in the above noted arbitration 
case on the terms as incorporated in the enclosed 
Memorandum of Settlement. 

(2) The petitioners submit that the , terms of the 

settlement according to them are most reasonable 
and proper and the Arbitrator may be pleased to 
approve the same and pass award in terms thereof, 

And for this the Petitioners shall every pray. 

Representing employers : 

M/s. E. C. Bose & Co. (P) Ltd. 

(Sd/-) K. J. Vaison etc. 

Representing workmen : 


SI. No 

Year 

Rate 




1 . 

1974-75 

8.33 % of the wages 
stevedore. 

earned 

from 

each 

2. 

1975-76 

5 % of the wages 
stevedore. 

earned 

from 

each 

3. 

1976-77 

8.33% of the wages 
stevedore. 

earned 

from 

each 


(3) Each Stevedore will make due payment as afore- 
said to each entitled workman within 30 days 
from the date of the Award of the Arbitrator. 

(4) A copy of this agreement will be filed within 3 
days before the Arbitrator praying him to give 
the Award on the lines of this agreement. 


Reprcseting employers : 


Paradip Port Workers Union (Sd)/-) B. Sanoo etc. 


(Sd/-) N. KHUNTIA 
(Sd/-) SYED TANWIR AHMED 

Bhubaneswar, the 7th September, 1978. 


Representing workmen . 
(Sd/-) N. KHUNTIA 
(Sd/-) SYED TANVIR AHMED 
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Witness e« ; 

1. A. C. Nag 

2. Parakar Sukla 

Bhubaneswar, the 7th September, 1978. 

[No. L 38013(l)/77-D.lV(A)] 
New Delhi, the 16th October, 1978 

S.O. 3123. — -In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No, 2, Bombay in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Messrs Froilano C, R. Machado & Sons, Stevedores, Vasco- 
da-Gama (Goa) and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 13th October, 1978, 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

CAMP : MORMUGAO 

Reference No. CGIT-2/12 of 1972 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
Proilano C. R. Machado and Sons, Stevedores, Vasco- 
da-Gama, Goa. 


AND 

Their workman Shri Paixao Menezes, ex-foreman. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers--— Shri Ramesh Desai, Labour Advisor, 

For the Workman — Shri Paixao Manezes (The workman in 
person), 

INDUSTRY : Ports & Docks. STATE : Goa, Daman * Diu. 
Mormugao the 26th September, 1978 


AWARD 

1. The Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) in 
exercise of their powers under Section 10(l)(d) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 14 of 1947 have referred the following indus- 
trial dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication by their order 
No. L-36012/2/72-P&D dated 10-11-1972:— 


"Whether the action of the management of Messrs 
Froilano C._ R. Machado and Sons, Stevedores, 
Vasco-da-Gama, Goa in dismissing Shri Paixao Mano- 
zes, Ex-Foreman, with effect from the 27th April, 
1971, is justified. If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled 7” 


2, The Goa Dock Labour Union has espoused the cause 
of the workman and on his behalf the General Secretary of 
that Union has filed the claim statement dated 22-2-1973, 
The workman herein Shri Paixao Menezes was working as 
a Foreman in Messrs F.C.R. Machado and Sons, Vasco-da- 
Gama, Goa (hereinafter referred to as the company). The 
workman herein joined the services of the company as a Super- 
visor and on his satisfactory completion of the period of 
Jobation he was confirmed with effect from 1-1-67. On 
9-4-1971 the company served a charge sheet on the workman 
alleging that he had addressed a cover to their manager enclos- 
ing therein certain obscene pictures on each of which some 
obscene remarks were written, On 19-4-1971 the enquiry was 
held in which the workman participated, The enquiry officer 


found the workman guilty. The competent authority accept- 
ed the finding of guilty and passed an order imposing the 
punishment of dismissal on the workman subject to the pro- 
visions of Section 33(2)(b) being complied with. It may be 
stated that by April, 1971 conciliation proceedings were pend- 
ing before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), Vasco-da- 
Gama between the company and their workman regarding the 
implementation of the recommendation of the Wage Board 
for Port and Dock Workers. The Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner (C) Vasco-da-Gama by his order dated 30-11-1971 
approved the action taken by the management in dismissing 
the workman herein. The Uniftn submits that the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (C) Vasco-da-Gama was not competent 
to accord approval to the action taken by the management 
because no industrial dispute was pending before him, by the 
relevant date. The Union further submits that the enquiry was 
not properly or fairly conducted and the principles of natural 
justice have been violated. It is further submitted that by 
over-sight the obscene picture was inserted in the cover ad- 
dressed to the Manager. He meant to send his application 
for leave in that cover. Finally he stated that the punish- 
ment of dismissal is disproportionate to the gravity of the 
offence in question. He also takes the plea that the order 
terminating his service was passed with the ulterior motive of 
avoiding payment of the difference in wages consequent upon 
the Implementation of the recommendations of the Wage 
Board. 

3. The company in their written statement submits that 
this reference is not maintainable as the workman or his 
Union has not raised any demand upon the management sub- 
sequent to the issue of the order of dismissal. They say 
that the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) Vasco-da-Gama, 
has no jurisdiction to take up the matter in conciliation in 
the absence of any industrial dispute between the parties. 
When the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) Vasco-da-Gama 
has no jurisdiction to take up this matter in conciliation the 
action of the Government in referring this dispute on the basis 
of the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C)’s report is also 
said to be equally without jurisdiction. On the merits it is 
submitted that on 1-4-1971 the wrokman himself handed over 
a closed envelope to Shri Godwin Fernandes to be delivered 
to the Manager Shri Oscar Dias, As per instructions Shri 
Godwin Fernandes handed over the cover containing the ob- 
scene pictures to Shri Dias. On opening the cover Shri Dias 
was shocked to see the obscene material contained therein 
and called upon Shri Fernandes to state how he happened to 
get into possession of that cover. On being told that the 
said cover was handed over by the workman herein the mana- 
ger directed him to submit a written complaint. The com- 
pany took a serious view of the offence and issued a charge- 
sheet to the workman herein on 9-4-1971. When the workman 
refused to accept the charge-sheet the letter dated 10-4-1971 
was issued to him enclosing a copy of the charge-sheet. In 
that letter the workman was informed that the refusal to 
accept the communication was a very serious misconduct on 
his part and therefore he was required to show cause in writ- 
ing why action should not he taken against him in that re- 
gard, On 12-4-1971 the workman wrote a letter explaining 
the circumstances under which he could not take delivery of 
the charge-sheet and praying the company to take a lenient 
view of the matter. The enquiry was held on 19-7-1971 and 
the Enquiry Officer submitted his report on 24-4-1971. The 
managing director of the company after going through the 
report of the Enquiry Officer accepted the finding recorded 
by tbe Enquiry Officer and issued an order dismissing the 
workman from service with effect from 27-4-1971. They 
submit that the writing on the nude pictures enclosed in the 
cover was that of the workman herein. The management 
submits that the action taken by them is appropriate in the 
circumstances of the case, They say that the Assistant Labour 
Commissioner (C), Vasco-da-Gama was seized of an industrial 
dispute between them and their workman by the date the 
enquiry was held against (he workman and therefore he had 
jurisdiction to accord approval under Section 33(2)fb) of the 
Act to the action taken by the management. They deny 
the averment that with a view to deprive the workman of 
the difference in wages payable to him in terms of Central 
Wage Board's recommendations the management has proceeded 
to dismiss the workman. They submit that there is no merit 
in the statement of claim submitted by the workman. 

4. The evidence in this case was begun to he recorded on 
15-11-1977. On that day the workman WW-1 was examined 
In part. His further evidence was recorded on 31-1-1978. 
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On 16-5-1978 WW-2 Shri Godwin Fernandes was examined. 
On the workman declaring his side closed EW-1 Shri Pandu- 
rang Appa Kavlekar, the Enquiry Officer was examined in 
part on that date (16-5-1978). On 17-5-1978 the workman 
submitted that he had another witness by name Shri Krishna 
Mukund Ardonkar to be examined. The witness was accord- 
ingly put in the box. Shri Mohan Nair found fault with 
the Tribunal that he was not being allowed, to freely examine 
the witness as he pleased and submitted that he would move 
the Ministry for the transfer of this case to another Tribunal. 
To enable the workman to move for transfer the matter was 
adjourned from 17-5-1978 to 1-8-1978. Since no informa- 
tion from the workman was received on the question whether 
in fact he had moved the Ministry for transfer of the case 
the matter was again posted for hearing on 25-9-1978, for 
further evidence. On 25-9-1978 Shri Mohan Nair submitted a 
Memo, praying the Tribunal to take up this matter along with 
other cases of his at the next camp sitting of this Tribunal in 
Goa. However at 11.30 A.M, the same day Shri Ramesh Desai 
for the management and the workman in person appeared be- 
fore the Tribunal and filed a Memo, of compromise. The 
workman admitted the terms of compromise and prayed the 
Tribunal to pass an award in terms thereof, 

5. Having regard to the circumstances of the present case 
f am satisfied that this is a fair settlement of the dispute 
now in question. 


Witnesses : 

1. Sd/- 26-9-7* 

(H. D, Thakorc) 

Representative of 
F/C/O/l Mormugao. 

2. (Turcato Rapaz) 

Sd/- 

(Paixao Manezes) 
the workman concerned 
in the dispute. 
Driver Hill, Vasco. 

Mormugao dated the 26th day of September, 1978 

{No. L-36012(2)/72-P&D/D. TV(A)] 
NAND LAL, Desk Officer 

•rfavr 

*rt i p ftrawR, 197 s 


6. Accordingly this reference is answered as follows ; In 
terms of the compromise Memo, filed by the parties, a copy 
of which is annexed thereto : 

(i) The Employer should pay the workman Rs. 750 
(Rupees seven hundred and fifty) towards full and 
final settlement of the claim arising out of this 
reference. 


01) The workman agrees to accept the aforesaid payment 
in full quittance of his claim against the company. 


ARD/4-10-78. 


P. RAMAKRISHANA, Presiding Officer 
Central Govt, Industrial Tribunal No. 2, 

Bombay. 

Camp : Mormugao. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

Tribunal no. 2 , Bombay 

CAMP: MORMUGAO 
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ufEptRw *mr gft mjfmifr mft spru ^ vtur, faru Tt u? 
xrurfvr ^ uf | xffa fafa % ' ,T ^ 1T 1 


Reference No. CGIT-2/12 of 1972 




Employers in relation to Messrs F.C.R. Machado & Sons, 
Vasco-da-Gama, 


AND 

Their workman Shri Paixao Manezes, 

May it please your honour : 

The parties to the above reference hereby state that they 
have settled the dispute amicably and pray that this Hon’ble 
Tribunal may bo pleased to pass the award in terms of the 
following : — 

(a) The Employer agrees to pay the workman Rs. 750 

(Rupees seven hundred fifty) only towards full and 
final settlement of all his claim arising out of this 
reference. 

(b) The workman agrees to accept the payment under 

clause (a) above and further agrees not to prefer 
any claim against the employers. 

The parties pray once again for necessary orders for 
which act of kindness the parties shall ever remain, 

Sd/- 

(Ramesh Desai) 

For the Employer. 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 18th September, 1978 

S.O. 8124.— Whereas the industrial disputes specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed are pending before Shri K. P. Narayana 
Rao, Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad; 

And whereas the services of the said Shri K. P. Narayana 
Rao are no longer available; 

Now, therefore, In exorcise of the powers conferred by 
Section 7-A and sub-spetion (1) of Section 33-B of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which Shri C. L. Nara- 
simha Rao shall be the Presiding Officer with headquarters at 
Hyderabad and withdraws the proceedings in relation to the 
said disputes pending before said Shri K. P, Narayana Rao and 
transfers the same to Shri C. L. Narasaimha Rao Presiding 
Officer, Industrial Tribunal, Hyderabad for the disposal of the 
said proceedings with the direction that the said Tribunal shall 
proceed with the proceedings from thp stage at which they are 
transferred to it and dispose of the same according to law. 

SCHEDULE 


SI. 

Case 

No. and date of the order 

Name of the parties 

No. 

No. 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1. 

19/77 

Order No. U — 420 11(18)/ 

Workmen and the 



76 D, 11(B), dt. 8-8-77 

Management of 



from Ministry of 

Food Corporation 



Labour, Employment 

of India, Visakha- 



and Rehabilitation, 
Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

patnam. 


11. 17/ 7 ft 


®R, tYsPiR AR JAAk 
RAfFR, WRA TRAK, 
a$ fkk at Rtfitr 


AAAK AR k RP 
TRT Af^AT MTfA, 
ATk^f, 3-WR 


2. 26/77 Order No. L — 29011/50/ Workmen and the 
76-D III B dt. 23-1 1-77 Management of 
from Ministry of M/s, Associated 

Labour, Employment Cement Cos. Ltd., 


711 GJ/78— 13 
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1 2 


3 


4 


2 


3 


4 


3. 4/78 


4. 7/78 


5. 8/78 


6. 10/78 


7. 11/78 


8. 14/78 


9. 15/78 


10. 16/78 


& Rehabilitation, Manchcrial (Adila- 

Govt. of India, New bad District). 

Delhi. 


Order No. 1,— 28012/2/77 
D. 11I-B, dt. 24-2-78 
from Ministry of 
Labour, Employment 
& Rehabilitation, 

Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 

Order No. L— 28012/4/77 
D. Ill-B, dt. 21-2-78 
from Ministry of 
Labour, Employment 
& Rehabilitation, 

Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 


Workmen and the 
Management of 
Kalyana Rama 
Mica Mine, Kali- 
chedu, Dt. Nellore. 


Workmen and the 
Management of 
Srce Kalyana 
Rama Mica Mine, 
Kalichedu, Rapur 
Taluq, Nellore, 
Distt. A.P. 


Order No. I — 21011(l)/77 
D-IV-B, dt. 20-3-78 
from Ministry of 
Labour, Employment 
& Rehabilitation, 
Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 


Workmen and the 
Management of 
Singaroni Colli- 
eries Co. Ltd., 
Ramakrishna pur 
Div, Adilabad 
Dist. A.P. 


Order No. L— 29012/28/ 
77-D.II1-B, dt. 2-5-78 
from Ministry of 
Labour, Employment 
A Rehabilitation, 
Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 


Workmen and the 
Management of 
Sh. Konanda- 
rama Barytes 
Mine, Sankha- 
varam Village, 
Vinjamur, p.O. 
Udayagiri Taluq, 
Nellore. 


Order No. L — 11011(3)/ Workmen and the 
75-D. II. B, dt. 3-5-78 management of 

from Ministry of Indian Airlines, 

Labour, Employment Hyderabad. 

A Rehabilitation, 

Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 


Ordor No. L — 4301 1/4/ 
"7-7-D. Ill-B, dt. 3-6-78 
from Ministry of 
Labour, Employment 
& Rehabilitation, 
Govt, of India, Now 
Delhi. 


Workmen and the 
Management of 
Agnigundala Cop- 
per Lead Project, 
Bandalamottu, 
Guntur Dist. A.P. 


Order No. L— 42011(17)/ 
77-D, II-B, dt. 3 1 -5-78 
from Ministry of 
Labour, Employment 
& Rehabilitation, 
Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 


Workmon and the 
Management of 
Modern Rice 
Mill of the Food 
Corporation of 
India, Sattena- 
palli. 


Order No. 1—43012/7/ Workmen and the 
77.D-IIIB, dt. 1-6-78 Management of 

from Ministry of Agnigundala Cop- 

Labour Employment, per Lead Project, 

& Rehabilitation, Baundalamottu, 

Govt, of India, New Guntur Distt 

Delhi. 


11. 17/78 


Order No. 1.-28011(4)/ Workmen and the 


76-Div/B. Ill-B, dt. 
31-5-78 from Ministry 
of Labour, Employ- 
ment & Rehabilitation, 
Govt, of India, New 
Delhi. 


Management of 
Sree Kalyanaramn 
Mica Mine, Kuli- 
chedu, Nellore 
Dist. A.P. 


12 . — 


13. M.P. No. 
49/78 in 
I.D. 26/77 


Order No. L — 21012/2/ Workmen and the 


77-DIV-B, dt. 3-6-78 
from the Ministry of 
Labour, Govt, of Tndia, 
New Delhi. 


Management of 
Singareni Colli- 
eries Co. Ltd. 
Yellandu Colli- 
eries, Khammam 
Distt. 


Sri Suryakanth 
Thorvi, Euclid 
Driver, M/s. 
Associated 
Cement Co. Ltd. 
Mancheria. 

Vs. 

The Management 
M/s. Associated 
Cement Compa- 
nies Ltd., Manche- 
rial. 


[No. S. 11025(2)/78 — D. IV (B)] 
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*ET H fd Pl'fsEO 47^ Otfr : W) o ir^ 0 tffFT, ofrNl Ylfrl'O 

Rod f J tff ° ftr o 4iT 
cft7<T tFr-trfrqr, Ofr?: 

4traV (o^oto) 1 

ftp 40 (T 47 Stfd ffrftPO 47fr ^ 1 "i : Vf, £, c 00 o 4(470, O 4 1 77 , 

fftfrorfl 4TI3 (POo 

rroorrtfo) , TTUtOR, 

FTPEnflTT I 



'FT7ff 4F TROT : 28, 19 78/«RTfn47 6, 1900 
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'W'urff tfr<4 fr=iferfwr tferffw faxm *t «ft fr o ftr^r, 
*r^pnF wnm (fcsrir) xnrmttT - 1 % »nwi«nf $ far ftHfow 
4774 *tt 47717 I't’M i oft $M 

i . fafaftrc: Pra rrttmr fann : 1 ■'wr 3 ff ^774 twot firPr^i 

% fOth rr* qfWT % VHTh 
jwrcslri? »mPmt % *ft wr 
innur srol ire- IT tf*? 4tt 

Tff'll XOO el , 1974 IT StT^- 

*Tr, 1977 5TT *7) flHfa % 
5 "l 7 R 25 «T 4 ^hUTTE % 

ST’d'*- 1 ' H-i 47 fWR 47 
hvhi Rufifarr t ? nte 
^rf, m f*7t tFjfm 
TT ?*F4T7 I 1" 

i. mruon T’tf^nrO' 

H>1 4 0 (u : 4 <3 trjT o rjJT O — aT° 

tr=T° *j<ht ire) ftf o^ff Trer- 

HR WlFTFlTf («T$FPT) 

2- FX (rfrnr u^j|7, tfirH F4f 
•rf-'ii, #ff i^A *rtF 
Tlt-gH fw°, ST o ITT o *,Tt£l 
(F$*Th) ft FFHTF r^fTH 1 
% wifrn I 
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And whereas the said management and their workmen have 
by a written agreement in pursuance of the provisions of 
sub-section (ij of Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) agreed to refer the said dispute to 
arbitration of the person mentioned therein and a copy of 
the said arbitration agreement has been forwarded to the 
Central Government ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of sub-section 
(3) of Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947) the Central Government hereby publishes the said 
arbitration agreement, 

AGREEMENT 

(Under Section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
BETWEEN 

Name of the parties — Shri G. H, Khan, Sr. Personnel 
Officer. 

Representing the employers— Tirath Sub-Area of M/s. 
E.C. Ltd, P.O. Kalipahari (Burdwan). 

Representing the workmen — Shri T. N. Shuklft, General 
Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS) Tarun 
Palli, Ushagram Asansol. 

It is hereby agreed between the parlies to refer the follow- 
ing dispute to the arbitration of Shri V. Sinha, Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (Central), Asansol-1. 

(i) Specific matters in dispute : 

“Whether the claim of Shri Omprakash Sharma, Grade-11 
Clerk, Kuardih Colliery under Tirath Sub-Area of 
M/s. Eastern Coalfields Ltd, for merger of extra 
allowance of Rs. 25 per month during the period 
from 1-1-1974 to October, 1977 is justified 7 If 
not to what relief is he entitled to ?” 


2. faxre % Hsptrprf ’rrfaLTT 
fXFff xptHprtT Ftrn Ft 
TJ'RF *>T HR wk TTT Fi 
FfrFfcre $ i 


3. Jrvnfarr tmn Jf 
HTtfirCr «p) j?r wrr i 


4 . fanrrtf am STHTpR FT FFT- 0*7 
srra: STFlfFh 4T% FH- 
47 ITT *11 SITS' frid HWT I 


FWTTH TOT THT7 *F 47717 % FT7F F74tr7 % 77*47* if 
sT4trfi!RT *fy mfbsr rr if fri ■ft *n*ri4fsr nr sth m 

■F rfitR Ft aft 1 * 41744(747 fa-fare ftr jm Hfrar fif, 
4ft 1 


FWFtTf % ^FTW7 

tfo (tfr "OF O VT-f-i l J go (f)o TT* - a 

(FFFreT FI HfafaffaF 4774 Ffa) 3 1-8-78 

(frnfrit^i 47f srPtfaftOT ff 4 *fa 


Ftsfr : 


(ii) Details of the parties to the dispute including the nams 
and address of the establishment or undertaking involved : 

1, The General Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Congress 
(HMS — T. N. Shukla Group), Tarun Palli, Ushagram, Asansol 
(Burdwan). 

2. The Sub-Area Manager, Tirath Sub-area, Under Satgram 
Area of M/s. Eastern Coalfields Ltd., P.O. Kalipahari (Burd- 
wan). 

(iii) Total No. of workmen employed in the undertaking 
affected: 3119 

(iv) Estimated No. of workmen affected or likely to be 
affected : One 

The arbitrator shall make his award within a period of 
one and half months or within such further lime as is ex- 
tended by mutual agreement between us' in writing, from the 
date of publication of this agreement tn the Gazette of the 
Government of India. 


1. f o/- 1(0 *0 HFlff, TTRltJ 31-8-78 

2. go/- XHSrfrJT Hrifa- 31-8-78 
dTTfa 31 H9FT, 1078 I 

ff TOrTHff; % ¥4 if *7,4 *77;) % frpr xiorfr i 

if o (tfo fF^T) 

31-8-7 8 

F?r447 ’OnrHfF (%FftF) vifff'Ih 
[*ror[4To-i9() [ 3 / 2 / 78 -#! 0-4 *V] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9th October, 1978 

S.O. 3125.— Whereas an industrial dispute exists between 
the management of Kuardih Colliery of Tirath Sub-Area of 
M/s. Eastern Coalfields Limited and their workmen represent- 
ed by Colliery Mazdoor Congress (HMS — Shri T, N. Shukla 
Group) Asansol. 


Sd/- 

(T. N. Shukla) 

(Representing the workman) 

Dated : the 31st August, 1978 

Sd/- 

(G. H. Khan) 
31-8-78 

(Representing the employer) 
Witnesses : 1. Sd/-(A, K. B&nfirjee) 

Dt. 31-8-78 
2. Sd/- (Illegible) 
Dt. 31-8-78 

I hereby give my consent to act as <m arbitrator, 

Sd/- 

(V. Sinha) 

31-8-78 

Asstt. Labour Commissioner (Central) 

Asansol-1 

[No. L- 19013(2) /78-D-lV(B)j 
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New Delhi, the 16th October, 1978 

S.O. 3126. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947, <14 of 1947) the Central Government 
hereby publishes? the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of Bis- 
rampur Colliery of Western Coalfields Limited, and the work- 
men which was received by the Central Government on 
13th October, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR, (M.P.) 

PRESENT : 

Shri S. N. Joshi, B.Se. L-L-M.— - Presiding Officer. 


i. That the workmen assures that Shri Mohit Ram shall 
maintain good conduct after his reinstatement. 

7. That this settles /he I.D. in respect of Shri Mohit Ram 
and he ‘.shall have no claim whatsoever an the mana- 
gement of WCL in relation to the above matter” 

The aforementioned terms of settlement appear to he 
reasonable and beneficial to the workman. Award is therefore 
given accordingly. 

5-10-1978. 

S. N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
BHUPENDRA NATH, Desk Officer 

^ 9 YYCU, 1978 


CASE NO. CGIT / LC(R)(2) / 1978 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Bisrampur 
Colliery of Western Coalfields Limited, Nagpur and 
their workmen represented through the Koyla Shra- 
mik Sanyh (CITU) P.O. Bisrampur Colliery, Dis- 
trict Surguja (M.P.), 

APPEARANCES : 

For workmen — Shri L.N. Malhotra, Advocate. 

For management- — S/Shri P. S. Nair, Advocate & S. K- 
Rao, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mines-— DISTRICT : Nagpur (M.S.) 


AWARD 


Dated October 5, 1978 

This is a reference made by the Government of India in 
the ministry of Labour vide it's ordcT No. L-22Q12 (211/76-D 
HI(B)/D-IV(B) Dated 20th January, 1978, for the adjudi- 
cation of the following industrial dispute 

Whether the action of the management of the Bisrampur 
Colliery, Western Coalfields Limited, District Sur- 
guja m dismissing Shri Mohit Ram, Clipnmn of 
Jatnagar Incline of Bisrampur Colliery with effect 
from 7-3-1976 is Justified ? If not, to what relief is 
the concerned workman entitled 7” 

by the parties issues were fra- 
med on 5-5-1978 & 16-5-1978 was fixed for evidence. There- 
se ’<5 ral adjournments for negotiating a set- 
tlement. Ultimately they have filed today a compromise petl- 

^rJl ate | d x5 8 ' 9 ' * du L y * i8n * d by Shri JJ ‘ Sengupta, *Dy. 

f ° r l th<l ™? na S e ment and Shri S. Sudevan, 

Z ^ Cre ‘ 0r - y ° f th -® Union ‘ The terai * « incorporated 
m the compromise petition are as under : H 

,The n^‘jf S “ am f. d be ® t0 submit without 

prejudice to the earlier submission of the manaee- 

h hC k D - in Jf 5 ect of Sbri Moh.t Ram S/o 
terms ■— betn scttled ainicab! y On the following 

' ^acfc 5 W Bl ? WiU b ® reinstatcd without his 

ot c,, "" an °» 

2 Tbat ^ bri Mohlt Ram shall have no claim for the pay- 
ment of wages for the period from the date of hk 
dismissal to the date of his reinstatement 

3 ' T postfd rl at M fihi t fmn ril ‘ ° n ‘ bis r f nstat «mem shall be 

832AKSSS ssr* of w ““™ 

4 ' T da-e th nf P hi r » i0d the date of his dismissal to the 


.iw, BCbit 4 tpfcrnd tt?t rffan 

^rWTfiW, 1948 C1948 34) WET 4 $ m (T) h? 3ff£- 

sttw tit. err. TradTrTJR $ pfpr q-? 

TjTTiT rw r, iram, bird frbmr arfr our 

^ ttst iffrn fyunr id tan 
iDT uftrfrftRT TiEf ffiTRtrf^e fw tf. 


3Kn ■3UT rmrrc, TTffWf tut for srhrfaum; 

1048 (1948 34) dtf W7T 4 ^ auprrot td, RTHT BTffiTT $ 

*nr trtspt tuwi hit. um u anJV, 

1978 f^RTfiafern' Trnftur ^ anrfir ; 




RETpse t Psr^?«r<sra- r?ft stpdift, -arvdr 


F T. 'ft. ^rrr mPT, 
TfTt, BlfnT^ BTRTT1, 

Ti^Vt hhtrrr twr srr pitw 

I 


Crr. err. tnnpffi/tur, T<r irifirr 


New Delhi, the 9th October, 1978 

haf;°n Jms 7 uM« h of clause (dHo , S f Mabar ^htra 
State Insurant Ac? 1948 <34 of M ^ 1 ° f th f Employees* 

KrDe R vXZen^r P ^^ 

S,t5 1a > °^ e SK 

by ihe^State h ,^ din * “(Nominated 

for entry against item is' ii C a “ !t fd ^ of sect, on <4)”, 
luted, namely :- ’ folhw '»8 entry shall be substi 

of Mahara^ifi-a S ufban te Sccre f tar y *<> the Government 
Department, Bombay’’ DcVc,0 ^ at and Public Health 

(No. U-16012I13I78-H.T.) 
S, S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy. Secy 

New Delhi, the 1 2th October, 1978 

Disputes Act. mwu ’ ?f 1947 ]°^. I- ,h « Industrial 
hereby Publishes the following award oPthfr^K ^ oven,m ent 
Industrial Tribunal-cum-Labour CminnS n L? ovenlrn!,et 
of complaints under section^ ' % Si A^flVdYyXJ 



[^rirll 3 ( ii ) ] rr Trim : 2 8 , 197 s/wfiwr e, moo 

been proviously obtained from the Industrial Tribunal, 
Chandigarh before whom a reference u|s 36-A I.D. Act was 
pending and as such it was in violation of Section 33(2) (b) 
of l.D. Act and hence this application. 


Salig Ram, Hans Raj, Shri Ram Kishah and Shri Sarwan, 
Kumar, which was received by the Central Government on 
the 9th October, 1978. 



BEFORE SHRI MAHESH CHANDRA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TK1BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NEW DELHI 

I D. Nos. 60 to 63 of 1978 


In re : 


1 . Shri Saline 

Ram 

Foreman Special 

Token No. 

1153- 

AC (I.D. 

No. 

60/78). 


2. Shri Hans 

Raj, 

Token No. 

1-K 

(I.D.No. 61/78), 

3. Shri Ram 

Kis- 


han. Ex. Forman 
Special (Token No. 


670-G) (ID. 

No. 

62/78). 


4. Shri Sarwan 

Ku- 

mar, Tokon 

No, 

I49-K (I. D. 

No.- 

63/78). 



Versus Chief Engineer, BSL, and 
another. 


Versus Chief Engineer, BSL, and 
another. 

Versus Chief Engineer, BSL, and 
another, 


Versus Chief Engineer, BSL, and 
another. 


AWARD 

By this award I propose to dispose of four Industrial Dis- 
putes No. 60 of 1978 to 63 of 1978 pending between Salig 
Ram. Hans Raj, Ram Kishan and Sarwan Kumar, workmen 
on the one hand and Beas Satluj Link Project’s Management 
on the other hand respectively. In as much as a similar ques- 
tion of law and fact is involved in all four matters, it is 
proposed to dispose of them all by the same order A copy of 
this award would be placed on each of other three files. 

2. These petitions have been filed by the workmen u/s 33- 
A of the I.D. Act, 1947 against the Chief Engineer and 
Superintending Engineer of Beas Satluj Link Project, Sunder 
Nagar, Mandi H P, challenging the termination of their ser- 
vices by retrenchment as illegal on the ground that it was in 
contravention of the Section 33(2) (b) of the I.D. Act, 1947. 

3. The application is opposed of behalf of the Project and 
a Preliminary objection has been raised that the application 
was not maintainable; therefore it was suggested by the 
representatives of the parties that arguments on the question 
of maintainability of the petition may be heard and accord 
ingly before arguments were heard statements of Shri M.S. 
Taggar on behalf of the workmen and Shri O.P. Gupta on 
behalf of the Management were recorded. In the said state- 
ments recorded on 8th July, 1978 it has been admitted by Shri 
M.S. Tagnar and Shri O.P. Gupta that the Central Govt, as 
appropriate Government had made a reference No. 
2-C of 1971 to Chandigarh Industrial Tribunal in which 
an award was given on 13th May, 1974 by that Tribunal and 
the award was implemented also to some extent but later on as 
a dispute arose as to the complete implementation of the said 
award the Central Govt, vide its order No. L-42011[4|76ID.H 
(B) dated the 23rd April, 1978 made a reference u|s 36-A for 
clarification of the said award and it was thereafter that the 
workmen in this petition was retrenched after payment of re- 
trenchment compensation etc. and this petition is filed u/s 
33-A on the ground that on account of the pendency of sub- 
sequent reference u/s 36-A the retrenchment was valid and 
no permission or sanction or approval was obtained from the 
Tribunal. 

4. It is in the light of these admissions of the parties re- 
pcsentative that this petition has to be determined. 

?. From the perusal of the petitions I find that the con- 
tention of the workmen in the applications is that he was a 
workman under the Industrial Dispute Act. emploved with 
the Beas Satlui Link Project and his services were " termina- 
ted by way of retrenchment without any concurrence having 


it is contended by the Management that the original re- 
ference had already been disposed of by an award by Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Chandigarh and it was only a reference with 
regard to scope of the said award which was pending u|s 
36-A before the Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh, and that did 
not attract the provisions of Section 33(2) (b) of the I.D. 
Act before the services of the workman were terminated by 
retrenchment and hence this petition was not maintainable. 

7, It may be mentioned here that the reference u|s 36-A 
of the I.D. Act is pending before this Tribunal now and is 
registered as No. 1 0-C 1 7 6 [ 177 of 77 and aa such the said file 
was summoned for the purposes of disposal of this application 
The original file of tne award was also available to this 
Tribunal alongwith the reference No. 10|C-76|177 of 77. 

8, I have heard the representative of the workmen as 
also that the Management and have gone through the ori- 
ginal file of. reference No. 2-C of 1971 as also of reference 
No. 10-C|76| 177 of 77 and after giving my considered 
thought to the matter before me I have come to the follow- 
ing findings : 

9, In order to appreciate the arguments addressed at the 
bar it would be appropriate to narrate the events in sequence 
starting with the original reference. The Central Govt, in the 
Ministry of Labour and Employment and Rehabilitation, 
Department of Labour and Employment as appropriate Govt, 
referred an Industrial Dispute between the employers in rela- 
tion to the Beas Satluj Link Project and their workmen In res- 
pect of the matter specified in the schedule to the said 
order No. 4|86|70|LR. Ill dated the 4th March, 1971 uls 
10 of the T.D. Act to Shri P.P.R. Sahney, the Industrial 
Tribunal, Chandigarh. The said schedule read as under : 

‘1. Revision of pay scales of work charged employees. 

2. Regularisation of the service of the work charged 

employees. 

3. Accident nn:l retrenchment compensation to the work- 

men drawing over Rs. 500 P.M, 

4. Gratuity Scheme.’. 

10. The said reference was registered as reference No, 
2-C of 1971 by the Tribunal. Shri H. R. Sodhi, the succes- 
sor of Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh gave an award in the 
said reference vide his order dated the 15th May, 1974 which 
was only published by the appropriate Govt. Thereafter some 
dispute arose between the workmen and the Management on 
the scope of the said award and as a result thereof the Cen- 
tral Govt, in the Ministry of Labour vide its order No. 
L-42011)4|76|D.II (B) dated the 23rd April, 1976 made a 
reference u!s 36-A of the I,D. Act, 1947 to Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Delhi in the following terms ; 

‘Whether the direction given by the Industrial Tribunal. 
Chandigarh in the award in reference No. 2-C of 
1971 governed the case of the category of employees 
discussed in the award only or the said award is in 
respect, of all categories of employees of the Project 
wherever either of the principles enunciated in tile 
award was lacking’ 7 

11. This subsequent reference u|s 36-A was registered as 
No. 10 of 1976 by the Industrial Tribunal Delhi. This ref- 
erence was however later on transferred to this Tribunal and 
has been registered as No. 177 of 1977 and is still under 
determination. 

12. During the pendency of this subsequent reference 
made on 23rd April, 1976 number of workmen have been 
retrenched by the project and the present workmen arc some 
of those, It would not be in-appropriate to mention here 
that the said retrenchment has been effected in consequence 
of a settlement arrived at between the representatives of the 
workman and the Management in this behalf and that ne- 
cessary retrenchment compensation and other dues to which 
the retrenched employees were entitled are stated to have 
been paid before retrenchment in accordance with the said 
settlement. 
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13. The contention of the workman now Ls that in so far 
as Industrial dispute No. 1 0| 76 1 177 1 77 was pending at the 
time of retrenchment and as much as the Management had 
not sought the concurrence of the Industrial Tribunal U|s 
33(2) (b) of the I. D. Act said retrenchment is invalid and 
hence this petition, 

14. In view of the circumstances narrated above the main- 
tainability of this petition would depend on the answer to 
the question as to whether the provisions of Section 33 (2) (b) 
are attracted. Section 33 of the I. D, Act provides as 
under : 

Conditions of service, etc. to remain UNCHANGED 

UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES. (T) 

During the pendency of any conciliation officer or a 
Board of any proceed if; before (an arbitrator or) 
a Labour Court or Tribunal or National Tribunal 
In respect of an industrial dispute, no employer 
shall — 

(a) in regard to any matter connected with the dis- 
pute, after, to the prejudice of the workmen con- 
cerned in such dispute, the condition of service 
applicable to them immediately before the 
commencement of such proceeding; or 

(b) for any misconduct connected with the dispute, 
discharge or punish, whether by dismissal or other- 
wise any workman concerned in such dispute, 
gave with the express permission in writing of the 
authority before w'hich the proceeding is pending. 

(2) During the pendency of any such proceeding in res- 
pect of any industrial dispute, the employer may, in 
accordence with the standing orders applicable to a 
workman concerned in such dispute (or, where there 
are no such standing orders, in accordance with the 
terms of the contract, whether express or implied, 
between him and the workman) — 

(a) alter, in regard to any matter not connected with 
the dispute, the conditions of service applicable 
to that workman immediately before the com- 
mencement of such proceeding; or 

(b) For any misconduct not connected with the dispute 
discharge or punish, whether by dismissal or 
otherwise, that workman; 

Provided that no such workman shall lie discharged or 
dismissed, unless he has been paid wages for one 
month and an application has been made by the 
employer to the authority before which the pro- 
ceeding is pending for approval of the action taken 
by the employer. 

(3) Notwithstanding anylhing contained in sub-section 

(2), no employer shall, during the pendency of any 
such proceeding in respect of an industrial dispute, 
take any action against any protected workman con- 
cerned in such dispute — 

(a) by altering, to the prejudice of such protected 
workman, the conditions of service applicable to 
him immediately before the commencement of 
such proceedings; or 

(b) by discharging or punishing, whether by dismissal 
or otherwise, such protected workman, 

save with the express permission in writing of the 
authority before which the proceeding is pending. 

Explanation— For the purposes of this sub-section, a 

‘Protected worman’ in relation to an establishment 
means a workman who, being (a member of the 
executive or other office bearer) of a registered 
trade union connected with the establishment, is 
recognised ns such in accordance with rules made 
in this behalf. 

(4) In every establishment, the number of workmen to 
be recognised as protected workmen for the purpo- 
se!) of ;ub-sec(ion (3) shall be one per cent, of the 
total number of workmen employed therein subject 
to a minimum number of five protected and a maxi- 
mum number of one hundred protected workmen 


and for the aforesaid purpose the appropriate Go- 
vernment may make rules providing for the dsitri- 
bution of such protected workmen among various 
trade unions, if any, connected with the estab- 
lishment and the manner which the workmen may 
be chosen and recognised as protected workmen. 

(5) Where an employer makes (he applicaiton lo a 
Conciliation Officer, Board, an arbitrator) a Labour 
Court, Lribunal or National Tribunal under the pro- 
viso to sub-section (2) for approval of the 
action taken by him the authority concerned 
shall, without delay, hear such application and puss, 
as expenditiously as possible, such order in relation 
thereto as it deems lit. 

15. In order to attract the provisions of Section 33 of the 
I D. Act, it is essential for the workmen to establish that 
proceedings referred to in that section were pending in the 
instant case before the Industrial Tribunal and it is urged 
on behalf of the workman that this reference u/s 36-A is 
in continuation of a reference u|s 10 of the I. D. Act and as 
such for the purpose of Section 33, the original reference 
No. 2-C/71 would be deemed to be pending and hence the 
retrenchment was invalid. 1 do not find much weight in this 
contention of the workman. The original reference No. 2C/ 
71 stood disposed off by the award dated 15-5-1974 of Shri 
R. R. Sodhi, Industrial Tribunal, Chandigarh. The said 
award had been duly published. With the publication of 
the award the reference No. 2-C/77 had been determined 
finally. If some dispute regarding the extent or implication 
of the award has raised it would not revive the original 
dispute in which an award had already been made and the 
said award having been already published. Further more 
the subsequent reference is a reference u/s 36-A of the I. D. 
Act. Said section 36-A is intended only for the purposes 
of removal of difficulties and it provides as under : 

36A. Pow'er lo remove difficulties — (1) if in the opinion 
of the appropriate Government, any difficulty or 
doubt arises as to interpretation of any provision 
of any award or settlement, it may refer the ques- 
tion to such Labour Court, Tribunal or National 
Tribunal as it may think flit. 

(2) The labour Court, Tribunal or National Tribunal 
to which such question is referred shall, after giving 
the parties an opportunity of being heard, decide 
such question and its decision shall be final and 
binding on all such parties.) 

16. Thus the scope of subsequent reference u/s 36-A Is 
limited and is limited to interpretation of the provisions of 
the award dated 15-5-1974 and cannot travel beyond it. By 
no stretch of imagination the said reference opens the origi- 
nal reference so as to attract the provisions of section 33 
in the instant case. The reference u/s 36-A cannot be eq- 
uated for all intents and purposes to a reference u/s 10 or 
(ho T. D, Act. The scope of reference u/s 36-A is limited 
by the words used in that section by the legislature. 

17. In order to support their contention the representative 
of the workman has drawn by attention to a ruling of the 
Elon’ble Supreme Court of India entitled Ballarpur Collary 
Company Versus Presiding Officer, Dhanbad and another 
reported as 1972 (2) LLJ-90. However the question of law 
involved in that case was altogether different than the one 
which arises in these cases and as such this ruling is not 
attracted by the facts of these cases. Section 23-A is not in 
parimctcria with Section 33 of the I. D. Act and as such it 
cannot be accepted that any industrial dispute was pending 
on the date of retrenchment of the workman so as to attract 
the provisions of Section 33 of the I. D. Act. Even other- 
wise right of btrike can be equated with lock as has 
in fact been done under section 23 of the I. D. Act and it 
cannot extend to the right of retrenchment. Sec, 23 itself 
makes clear that it refers either to strikes or lock-outs and 
nothing beyond that and it cannot be accepted that merely 
by because a reference u/s 36-A attracts section 23. it also 
would atlract section 33. Section 23 and 33 are based 
upon altogether different concepts. Section 36-A would 
no; enable the Tribunal to review, modify or alter the 
original award, (It is only to get the provisions clarified or 
the doubt removed and therefore it cannot be relegated to the 
position of original reference. Under no circumstance can 
it be accepted that the original reference No. 2-C/71 under 
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section 10 of the I. D, Act, 1947 was revived by the subse- 
quent reference ll/s 36-A and therefore 1 hold that pro- 
visions of Section 33 of l, D, Act have not been attracted 
or contravened in the instant cases. 

18. Let us consider the matter from another angle, the 
retrenchment has been effected under a settlement Ex. S/1 
and therefore also it would not be open to the workmen to 
seek the protection of section 33 in the instant, case. Further 
more the workman was retrenched rather than that his ser- 
vices were terminated for any mis-conduct, Considering all 
these facts it cannot be said that these petitions u/s 33-A 
are maintainable and accordingly these are dismissed. How- 
ever the parties are left to bear their own costs. 

MAHESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
Dated : (he 31st August, 1978 
FURTHER AWARDED : 

That requisite number of copies of this award may be sent 
to the appropriate Govt, for necessary action at their end. 

MAHESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
Dated : the 31st August, 1978 

tNo. L-42014(l)/78-D. 11(B)] 


New Delhi, the 13th October, 1978 


S.O. 3129. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of the 
Heavy Water Project, Anushakti, Via-Kota and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government on the 
9 th October, 1978. 


BEFORE SHRI MAHESH CHANDRA, PRESIDING 

OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TR1BUNAL-CU M-LABOUR COURT, NEW DELHI 

I. D. No. 209 of 1978 

In r« : 

The Secretary, Rajasthan Anushakti Karamchari, Union, 
Rawalbhatla, Via-Kota (Rajasthan). Petitioner 

Versus 

The Construction Manager, Heavy Water Project, Anu- 
shakti, Via-Kota (Rajasthan). 

AWARD 

The Central Government as appropriate Government made 
a reference u/s 10 of the I.D. Act, 1947 vide its order No, 
L-42012(J4)/77-D.lI(B) dated the 18th February, 1978 in the 
following terms: 

“Whether the action of the management of the Heavy 
Water Project, Anushakti, Via-Kota in putting Shri 
B. S, Yadav, Lower Division Clerk in Industrial 
Temporary Category consequent upon his transfer 
from Bombay to Kota, is justified ? If not, to what 
relief is the said workman entitled 7 

2. After the reference was received it was ordered to be 
registered and usual notices were sent to the purties. Before 
any statement of claim was filed the representative of the 
Management appeared on 29th July, 1978 and submitted that 
‘the matter has been amicably settled between the parties and 
no dispute award may be made, I have filed requisite letter 
from Shri Yadav.’ From the perusal of the letter filed I find 
that this letter is addressed to this court and purports to have 
been signed by Shri B, S. Yadav. Letter has been signed 
in the presence of Karya Palak Dand Nayak, Rawat Bhatta 
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District Chitorh Garh and it is stated therein that ‘I have 
resolved my dispute in Heavy Water Project Management and 
thus there remains no dispute to be adjudicated upon and it 
is, therefore, requested that no dispute award may be passed 
by the Hon’ble court,’ There is a letter filed therewith which 
put ports to have been signed by Shri S. Sharma, the Construc- 
tion Manager, Government of India, Heavy Water Project, 
Bhabha Atomic Research Centre, P.O. Anushakti (Via-Kota), 
Rajasthan and in this letter also it is stated that ‘Shri B. S, 
Yadav, L.DC, having Water Project, Kota concerned work- 
man has submitted a request to us addressed to your honour 
requesting for grant of a no dispute award as he has resolved 
the dispute with the Management. The Management also 
agrees to the issue of no dispute award by your honourable 
court and request accordingly,’ It is in those circumstances 
that this reference has come up before no for final disposal. 
It may be mentioned her e that none has appeared on behalf 
of the workman. In fact none appeared for him all along on 
any of the all hearings the case was fixed before this Tribunal. 
In the circumstances from the conduct of the workman it 
appears that certainly he has resolved the matter under dis- 
pute amicably with the Management. Accordingly a no 
dispute award is hereby made in this matter. Parties are left 
to bear their own costs. 

MAHESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
Dated : the 23rd August, 1978 
FURTHER AWARDED : 

Requisite number of copies of this award may be sent to 
the appropriate Government for necessary action. 

MAHESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
Dated : the 23rd August, 1978 

[No. L-420 12(54) /77-D. 11(B)] 
HARBANS BAHADUR, Desk Officer 

16 1978 

an. 3i30.—4^k trmt 'ft rw tf i*rrt 

SRftxft tf M-lf-f'H fT'Ttrf tf Sfff jf, 50*5 3TP3B ffiB^tl, 

qpeT- <7^r. art. Wt, aiUHqwRj tf rt fmDPirf 

arft JirrtffiTrf tf rtfa tr* art'^rtPw tW; fifTREr 

tf-. 

TOT frTP? -UHtt-pTfvpq- ^ fat] 

f-riVrsrff ttrt qnrrtfcr jurvErtt tf , 

3HT: 3PT, ari'frtftTO arfufavitt, 1947 (1947 97T 

14) ft urn 7« arfV VT7T 10 ft TTtnTT (1) tf BPR5 (Ef) 

fTm tew JiriWtT tRT mrtH =srrt 573 , fffr sttotc, tyo 
ort'frttV-fi srfwTtff ntsrr 'nrf f tf te re frr arffqu/t 
ft 3IT7. ft. ifH H/RIM-T tf ffiTT 

TTfT 'fit W HYffill ari^qtfrpr; aiflFEmr 

3i{iff4i4Tsi ^ Pflrr ffrrrtt tf i 

‘fir rtf aire frrqi, wfNr mrrcr 'TffihfvnT, ht^t, 
tf tufwr ft aft rtt. trr. vn ft 17-G-77 

rt fPTPTT rt ft ^rtftRT tf ? ^ b#, nrt qnfan 

fVtr Kffi qn f ■?» 

^-12012/139/77-^. 2 t£) 
3IT7. "ft. TEr?IT, 3PT7 *t?rrq 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 16th October, 1978 

S.O. 3130. — Whereas the Central Government is of -opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of State Bank of India, L.H.O., 
Bhadra, Ahmedabad and their workman in respect 1 of the 
matters specified In the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 


<1T77T fff TUfTO : 2 8, 1 9 7 8/*rrfaffi 6, 1900 



3034 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : OCTOBER 28, 1978/KARTTKA 6, 1900 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


Now, therefore, in exercise of fhe powers conferred by 
Section 7A read with clause (d) of sub-section (1) of 

section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an 
Industrial Tribunal, the Presiding Officer of which shall he 
y hri R. C. Israni w.th headquarters at Ahmcdabad and 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Ahmedabad. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of the State 
Bank of India, Local Head Office, Bhadrq^ Ahmeda- 
bad in terminating the services of Shri B. N. Jha 
with effect from 17-6-1977 is justified? If not, to 
what relief is the workman entitled ?” 

[No. L-12012/139/77-D. II. A1 
R. P. NARULA, Under Secy. 

New Delhi, the 17th October, 1978 

SO. 3131. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, Dhanbad in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of the New India Assurance Company, Jamshedpur and their 
workmen over the termination of the services of Shri G. S. 
RAO, Record Clerk which was received by the Central Gov- 
ernment on the 16-10-1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT 
NO. 1, DHANBAD (Bihar) 

Reference No. 17 of 1977 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the New India Assurance Com- 
pany, Jamshedpur and their Workman Sri G. S. Rao, 
Record Clerk represented through the Secretary, New 
India Assurance Company, Eastern Region Emp- 
loyees Union, Four Mangoe Lane, Calcutta-1. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Management. — Sri Monotosh Mukherjee, Banister 

For Workman. — Sri Anil Das Choudhury, Advocate 
INDUSTRY : Insurance Co. DISTRICT : Jamshedpur (Bihar) 
Dated 30th September 1978 
AWARD 

This js a reference made by the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Labour vide It’s order No. L-17012/23/72-LR1 
dated the 30lh January, 1974 for the adjudication of the 
following industrial dispute : — 

‘‘Whether the termination of the services of Sri G. S. 
Rao, Record Clerk, Jamshedpur by the New India 
Assurance Company, Jamshedpur vide their letter 
doted the 19th May 1972, is justified ? If not, to 
what relief is fhc workman entitled ?” 

2. It is not disputed that Sri G. S. Rao, a Matriculate 
who had started his career as a Subordinate Staff in Jamshed- 
pur Branch of the Company since 1/5/1963, was promoted 
as Record Clerk with effect from 1/1 /1967 but was not 
given the scale and status of 'B' Grade Assistant because 
according to the Management he was not a Graduate, which 
was the basic minimum qualification required for being pro- 
moted to that grade. His representations as well as those 
made by the Union in this behalf, were turned down tor the 
same reason. By this time Sri Rao, who was already an active 
member of the Employees Union, also became an office bearer 
thereof as one of the conveners of the Functional Committee 
of Unions Jamshedpur Divisional Office. 

3. On 2/3/1972 vide E-l(Ex. M-ll) he was chargesheeted 
on the following counts : — 

“(i) Dishonesty in connection with employer’s business; 


(ii) Misappropriation of Company’s money by drawing in 
excess sum of Rs, 185.00 by submitting false voucher; 
and 

(iii) Co mm ission of acts subversive of discipline and beha- 
viour.” 

The charge related to the 17 vouchers (as per list annexed 
to the charge), which were the Postal receipt of various date* 
between 4/1/1972 to 29/l|1972 and which were allegedly 
interpolated and tampered with by Sri Rao by adding the 
figures T’ or ‘2’, as the caso was, in the ten’s place, except in 
one in which the figure ‘4’ was changed to figure ’9’, in the 
Rupees part of the amounts of registeration charges, thereby 
inflating thelotal amount drawn by Rs. 185.00 as against the 
amount actually paid in the Post Office for the registration 
of those packets and parcels. This amount of Rs. 185,00 was 
thus alleged to be misappropriated by the delinquent employee. 
Sri S. Bose, Secretary of the Company at Calcutta was appoint- 
ed as Enquiry Officer. He conducted the enquiry and held 
in this report that the charges were proved but the misappro- 
priation was established only to the extent of Rs. 170.00. 
Theh disciplinary authority accepted the report and discharged 
Sri Rao from service vide it’s letter dated 19-5T972 (Ex. 
M-26). 

4. The case of the Union is that the Management was 
annoyed with Sri Rao, on account of his repeated represen- 
tations that he should be granted ’B’ grade as had been 
granted to other Matriculates, and on also account of his 
trade union activities, hence a case was dug out and charges 
were manipulated against him. It was a case of victimisation. 

5. On merits the Union’s case is that, there being shortage 
of hands, substantial portion of despatch work was being done 
after office hours by a subordinate staff under the direct super- 
vision of Sri Chaturvedi who was the supervisory head of the 
section, and record of the same was to be made by Sri Rao 
on the next day during office hours on the basis of the facts as 
were reported to him. He was thus not responsible of discre- 
pancy, if any, between the amounts actually paid for affixing 
postage stamps and the amount entered in the receipts. Noth- 
ing was proved against him and the finding of the Enquiry 
Officer was reverse in as much as he relied on unproved 
facts and documents (specially Ex. E. 9). The disciplinary 
authority did not consider tho past dean record of the delin- 
quent before awarding the drastic punishment. 

6. The domestic enquiry was assailed on grounds of, bias 
of enquiry officer, non-disclosure of the relevant documents, 
not pennilling the assistance of representative on behalf of 
the delinquent, non justification of the inference that the de- 
linquent made interpellations in the postal receipts, permitting 
leading questions in examination-in-chief of the Management’s 
witnesses, not permitting relevant questions in cross-examina- 
tion thereby denying the valuable right of proper cross-exami- 
nation, not permitting him to lead evidence in defence and 
by not maintaining a fai'hful record of statements and pro- 
ceedings, 

7. Management challenged the validity of the reference and 
denied all these adverse allegations of bias, unfair labour 
practice, defective nature of the enquiry, perversity of findings 
and impropriety of the punishment. The enquiry whs alleged 
to be just and proper and a person who misappropriated the 
amount in such a dishonest manner was alleged to be not 
worthy of being kept in employment. 

8. The case dragged on for years together and tossed bet- 
ween one Tribunal Judge to the Other. Ultimately on the 
application of the Management that the proper and valid 
nature of the enquiry b c decided first as a preliminary issue 
as directed by the Supreme Court it was decided vide order 
sheets dated 9-10-1974 and 15-8-1978 that the parties shall 
be allowed to produce evidence before the Tribunal for esta- 
blishing the charges which evidence as per law laid down in 
para 61(3) of Ludhbudh Singh’s case shall bc read only if 
there was finding that the domestic enquiry was not proper 
and deserved to be quashed. 

9. The plea against the validity of the reference, on the 
ground that after it’s refusal vide its order dated 5th January, 
1973 to make a reference, because the domestic enquiry, being 
not malafide did not make out a prima facie case fit for the 
same, it could not, without fresh material or admission about 
misunderstanding of facts, change it’s opinion in that respect 
on extraneous considerations and make the reference by suc- 
cumbing to political pressure, was abandoned and not pressed 
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by the Management vide order sheets dated 30-8-1974 and 
13-7-1978, hence there is no need to deal with it in this 
Award. 


in fact an order of punishment. Hence the case law relating 
to Tribunal’s power to tear out the veil has no applicability 
to the present situation. 


10. Before proceeding further, 1 would like to dispose of 
a point which though not pleaded was vehemently argued by 
the learned Counsel for the Union. He argued that the Com- 
pany had no standing orders or other rules for regulating 
domestic enquiry and punishments, hence discharge could not 
be ordered by way of punishment, and discharge simplicitor 
could not be legal and valid because of the admitted non- 
compliance of Section 25F of Industrial Disputes Act. This 
according to him was a pure question of law and needed 
no pleading as a condition precedent for advancing the argu- 
ments. 

11. The question as to what is the nature of the punishment 
order passed by the disciplinary authority is not a pure question 
of law. It has to be pleaded and interpretted in the light of 
the attendant circumstances, and the totality of the order. Form 
of the order or the use of the word ‘discharge’ is not 
decisive even if there are no standing orders or other 
rules in force governing the Industry. It must be specifically 
pleaded that the nature of the order is dispute — it is a conten- 
tion which has to be answered by the other side and to be 
decided by the Tribunal, because the Tribunal is not expected 
to wasted Its time on dissecting admitted facts for creating 
a disputed contention for decision. In the present case there 
is no pleading by either party that the order so passed by the 
disciplinary authority was an order of discharge simplicitor 
passed in utter disregard of the preconditions laid down by 
Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act. On the other 
hand, both sides pleaded very clearly that it was an order 

assed by way of punishment after a domestic enquiry, 
fanagement pleaded in paragraph 9 of the written statement 
that 'the decision taken by the Management in putting an 
end to Sri Rao’s service after finding him guilty of the charge 
levelled against him, was just and fair and a deterrent punish- 
ment was needed in a case of this type’. The Management 
(hereby meant to say that discharge was awarded by way of 
deterrent punishment though, as per paragraph 6 it did not 
want to be too harsh in inflicting a penalty of dismissal 
Similarly the Union pleaded in paragraph 10 of the written 
statement that Sri Rao was found guilty of the charges and 
‘finally discharged by way of penal action by their (Manage- 
ment’s) letter dated 19-5-1972’. 

12. Thus In the pleadings both sides agreed that the dis- 
charge was not discharge simplicitor passed in lieu of any 
disciplinary penalty but in fact it was a sort of comparatively 
milder punishment inflicted by way of penal action. The 
pleadings thus treat any controversy about the nature of order 
as a closed chapter and say that admittedly it was an order 
by way of punishment and not terminator simplicitor. In a 
similar situation where Tribunal proceeded to adjudicate on 
a matter which was not in controversy the Supreme Court 
observed in J. K. Iron and Steel Co. Vs. Iron and Steel 
Mazdoor Union (5 SCLJ 2937) (3965) that : 

"In any event, the ground on which the adjudicator pro- 
ceeded was not a matter of dispute between the 
parties because it was not raised in their pleadings 
and could not have been put in issue." 

The Court cautioned against the Tribunal flying off the 
tangent to the pleadings and in disregard of the same acting, 
like a benevolent despot. Thus in the absence of pleadings 
Or rather contrary to the admitted position this Tribunal 
cannot consider whether the order was or was not discharge 
simplicitor passed in disregard of the preconditions laid down 
in Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act — which pre- 
conditions do not apply to an order of punishment for mis- 
conduct. 

13. Moreover almost in all reported cases it was the Manage- 
ment which put In a veil on the order of dismissal by giving 
it a shape of discharge simplicitor in order to overcome the 
weakness of the domestic enquiry and paucity of evidence 
and it was the workman or the Union which asked the Tribunal 
to tear out the veil for finding out that it was in fact an 
order of punishment which could not be upheld for various 
reasons. It was only in such cases (hat the Tribunal exer- 
cised that power which need not be exercised in a case 
where Management itself and even the Union says that it was 
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14. It is true that as discussed in the case of Air India 
Corporation, Bombay Vs. V.A. Rabellow (1972 SCLJ 286), 
with reference lo various previously decided cases, that the 
for mof order may not be decisive and attendant circumstan- 
ces should be seen but tha. Is to be done where form Is ttt 
dispute. Here it is not. The order has been understood by 
both the parties in the same sense irrespective of Ihe form. 
Moreover, the order read as a whole with all the attendant cir- 
cumstances clearly spells out to be an order of punishment 
for misconduct which does not require the giving of the 
notice or payment of retrenchment compensation as cxcepten 
in the provisions of Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, The point to raised in the arguments for the first time 
has thus no force and is hereby rejected. 

15. Presence or absence of Standing Orders on the point 
has no effective bearing. As per general law discharge is a 
milder form of dismissal with diluted stigma, if any, where 
rigour of other adverse consequences is lessened. The prin- 
ciple is that power to do greater includes power to do lesser — 
‘orane majia conlinet in se minus’, and therefore the power 
to punish by discharge is implied in the power to dismiss. 
It is unreasonable to construe that the employer has the power 
to punish only by dismissal and not by discharge. In fact 
Labour Appellate Tribunal and High Courts have held that 
it is better o inflict the penalty of discharge where punishment 
of dismissal is considered to be unduly harsh. See Asian 
Rayon Mills Bombay Vs. Sakharam Raghosnam (AIR 1953 
NUC 1919 LAT); Dayanidhi Rath Vs, B. S. Mohanti (AIR 
1955 Orissa 33); Indlt Ismail Vs. Sangpur Cotton Mfg. Co. Ltd. 
(1956-I-LI.I 393 J.AT). It has been held in Central India Spin- 
ning and Weaving Mills Vs. Kisan Doma (19 FIR 41) that 
where employer did not desire to mar the future of the 
worker he could, instead of dismissing, discharge the employee 
on proof of misconduct. Thus disenarge by way of punish- 
ment is not an illegal order. 

16. Now as per the settled law, W'here domestic enquiry 
is held, it’s validity becomes the foremost question to be de- 
cided before proceeding further. The Union has challenged 
the validity of the enquiry proceedings, on various counts. Bias 
of the enquiry officer is first such pica raised against the 
validity of the enquiry. Sri S. Bose, Secretary in Calcutta Head 
Office was appointed as enquiry officer. No local officer was 
appointed as enquii'y officer. No local officer of lamshed- 
pur branch was selected for that purpose. The written state- 
ment of the Union raised only a bald allegation of bias against 
him, without specifying the type and nature of the bias. There 
is no evidence that Sri Bose had any personal bias such as 
prejudice, malice, personal animosity, rancour or the like 
against the delinquent, who has himself denied the existence 
of any such personal bias on page 25 of his statement as 
W.W, 1. 

17. For the first time in the cross-examination of the En- 
quiry Officer (M.W. 1) the circumstances of bias were put to 
him. Precisely they are that : 

(i) the delinquent was refused the aid of a collegue for 
representing his case in the enquiry and for cross- 
examining the Management’s witnesses: 

(li) documents relied upon in the enquiry were not shown 
to (he delinquent; 

(iii) statements were not recorded correctly and faithfully; 

(iv) proceedings and statements were not read over to him 

and still he was made to sign them; 

(v) the Enquiry Officer was a man of the Management 

hence he was unduly inclined towards it. 

When these facts were put in cross-examination Sri Bose 
categorically denied them. He sta'ed that he had asked the 
delinquent whether he wanted the assistance of a colleague, 
but he denied Hnd that denial was specifically recorded on Ex. 
M-10 (page 2 of the enquiry proceedings). The proceedings 
do not say that the Enquiry Officer told Sri Rao that he 
shall not allow th r representative to cross-examine the wit- 
nesses. Enquiry Officer has denied having laid down any 
such conditions. There is a similar clear endorsement made 
by the enquiry officer at the end of his report, 
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18. Tile proceedings Ex. M-10 (page 2) dearly i coord the 
request of ihc delinquent to see the documents specially the 
correspondence between the Management and (he Postal 
authorities. The proceedings further record the order of ,he 
Enquiry Officer that all the papers when produced and relied 
upon by the Management will be shown to the delinquent 
and be shall have an opportunity to examine them. These 
proceedings are signed by Sri Rao. That opportunity was in 
fact given by the Enquiry Officer as per statement made by 
him as W,W. 1 on page 5 before this Tribunal. 

19. The allegations that the statements were not correctly 
and faithfully recorded and read over to him, have no legs 
to stand. All the pages are signed by the delinquent. It is 
difficult to believe that he was forced to sign them wi hout read- 
ing them. The Enquiry Officer has stated that each sentence was 
being repeated loudly when it was being recorded in the 
presence and hearing of the delinquent. Sri Rao himself 
admitted as W.W, 1 on page 25 both questions and answers 
in his statement were signed and even corrections were ini- 
bated by him. 

20. It is true (hat the delinquent (W.W. 1) who was exa- 
mined in the last, did controvert the Enquiry Officer (M.W. 1) 
on these points but that is not substantiated by any objection, 
application or complaint made at the proper time. On the 
other hand, the statement of enquiry officer is corroborated 
by specific notes and orders in Ihe enquiry proceedings which 
were signed by the delinquent himself and it can hardly be 
belicvecl (hat the delinquent who was art office bearer or the 
Union blindly signed all those papers, Under the circumstan- 
ces T am inclined to prefer and believe the statement of 
enquiry officer on these points. 

21. No bias can be presumed from the mere fact that the 
enquiry officer was an employee of the Management, Mere 
allegation of official bias, as it is ctilled, is not sufficient to 
vitiate the enquiry. Jl was so held in S. Venkatachalam Iyer 
Vs. State of Madras (AIR 1957 Madras 623). Again in 
Mannklai Vs. Dr. Prem, C'hnnd (AIR 1957 SC 425) it was 
held that whenever official bins is suggested it is necessary 
to establish that there is reasonable ground for assuming the 
possibility of bias and real likelihood of prejudice being 
caused. In the present case nothing of the type is established. 
Under these circumstances mere bald and initially unspecified 
allegation of bins cannot be said to have been established 
even with respect to the aforesaid belated developed facts raised 
for the find Ime in cross-examim tion of M.W. 1 and in state- 
ment of W.W. 1 before this Tribunal. 

22. Permitting a few leading questions, if any, which all 
judges of fact ate entitled to permit and disallowing a few 
questions in the lengthy cross-examination because the En- 
quiry Officer rightly thought that they were not relevant ot 
material and had no bearing or decisive role on the ultimate 
findings) e.g. question disallowed on pages 8 and 9 of the 
statement of Sri Chatnrvedi recorded during the course of 
enquiry), ate no! such a fundamental errors or irregularities in 
a statement recorded in question and answer form, as may 
vitiate the enquiry unless some prejudice is proved to have 
been caused to the delinquent in his defence on that account 
No n il prejudice was spec ideally alleged nor in the arguments 
any prejudice was shown to have been caused. Who so ever 
presides over a domestic enquiry and even those who preside 
over the Courts, have to exercise some control of relevancy in 
order to save the proceedings from becoming confused and 
unwieldy and if on account of such control the proceedings 
start vitiating then no proceeding is likely to remain immune 
from that fetal attack, The delinquent himself stated before 
the enquiry officer that he did not want to produce any defence 
evidence. Thus the aforesaid allegations raised in the Written 
Statement have no force. 


23. This brings us to the question of reliance placed on Ex. 
E^9 (Ex. M-19) which is alleged to be not moved. A letter 
Ex. M-41 dated 1-2-1972 was sent by the Senior Divisional 
Manager of Jamshedpur Divisional Office of the Company, 
addressed to the Post Master, G.P.O. Jamshedpur seeking 
confirmation about the amount of postal charges in 38 of the 
reecip*s whose number and dates were given in the attached 
list. Tt was in response of this querry that the Post Master 
sent the reply Ex. M-19. That reply on the letter head of 
the Post Office bears (be seal and signature of the Posl Master- 
in which he specified the amounts of postal charges against 25 
of the receipt numbers. The amounts of postal charges of 
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13 receipts wore not supplied. Particulars of 7 of those 
receipts were obviously not given in the list which was sent 
with the letter Ex. M-41. It is not clear why the amounts 
of the other 6 receipts were not supplied in Ex. M-19. There 
coud be various reasons for that omission and this Tribunal 
is not concerned with them. It is concerned with those where 
positive information was supplied about the amounts charged. 
Thus the non-supply of information about 13 receipts num- 
bers is of no consequence. 

24. This exchange of correspondence i.e. Ex. M-41 and Ex. 
M-19 are rot the faked or got up documents prepared for 
implicating the delinquent. The original of Ex. M-41 was 
found in the records of the Post Office bearing an endorse- 
ment and signature of the then Post Master Sri Kedarnalh. 
This fact is proved by Sri D. N. Mandal, Dy. Post Master, 
M.W. 2. Similarly he found in the Post Office file the original 
of Ex M-19 written in pencil and signed by the then Post 
Master Sri Kedar Nath. He filed that original and it was 
marked as Ex. M-19(a). This evidence thus clearly proves 
that in fact there was such exchange _of letters and supply of 
information by the Post Master. It is noL a got up piece of 
evidence. 

25. Sri Mandal (M.W. 2) proved the signature of Sri 
Kedar Nath on the letter Ex. M-19. Under Section 114 of 
Evidence Act this official act of giving information about the 
amount of postal charges on particular receipts shall be 
deemed to have been regularly performed. ‘Regularly per- 
formed’ means performed with due regard to form and pro- 
cedure. It will thus be presumed that this information was 
given by the Post Master under his signatures after duly 
verifying the same from the postal receipts which must be 
lying in his official record. It has been held in Eaxmi 
Pathyaa Vs. Ram Chandra (1917 Madras 689 = 35 j.C. 421) 
that the illustration in this respect given under Section 114 
of Evidence Act is not exhaustive of wall official acts and 
the presumption applies lo all acts and proceedings which 
might be presumed to have been done in the usual course 
of business. This principle can well be imported in this 
caso. 

26. Tt is true that mere proof of signature does not prove 
the contents nor there is direct cvidiJnce to show that the 
contents of Ex. M-19 i.e, the information contained in it was 
correct or not because neither the Post Master, Sri Kedarnath, 
nor any other witness was examined by the Management 
before the enquiry officer. Thus according to strict Rules of 
Evidence contained in Ihe Evidence Act the contents of the 
letter Ex. M-19 have not been proved to (he hilt, 

27. However, provisions of Evidence Act are not applicable 
to domestic enquiries and to the proceedings before this 
Tribunal, it was held in State of Haryana Vs. Rntan Smgh 
f 1977 (34) FI.R 264 SC] Iha! ‘it is well settled that in 
a domestic enquiry the strict and sophisticated Rules of 
Evidence under Indian Evidence Act, may not apply’. A 
similar view was expressed in Balkrishna Misra Vs. Presiding 
Officer, Central Government Industrial Tribunal, Orissa [1977 
(34) FT.R 1 1 SC] where it was said that : — 

“Law ig well settled that the Evidence Act has no appli- 
cation to such proceedings. If the Evidence Act 
has no application then the principles of that Act 
have equally no strict application.” 

Thus it is not necessary that contents should also have been 
strictly proved as per Rules of Evidence Act without which 
the document (Ex. M-19) could not be taken into considera- 
tion for the purpose of establishing the misconduct, 

28. At worst ignoring the evidence of Sri Mandal, the 
contents of the letter Ex, M-19 could Ire termed as hearsay 
evidence. _ But in _ the aforesaid two cases of Ratan Singh 
and Balkrishna Misra the Supreme Court was vocal enough 
to say that even hearsay evidence could be relied upon as 
in a domestic enquiry there is no allergy against hearsay 
evidence provided it has ‘reasonable nexus and credibility, 
and as said in the case of Balkrishna that ‘hearsay evidence 
is admissible in a domestic enquiry provided the essential 
condition, that an opportunity was afforded to the parlies to 
comment and contradict is fulfilled’. Such an opportunity 
was available to the delinquent to call for the carbon copies 
of the receipts from postal record for challenging the correct- 
ness of Ihe contents of the letter Ex. M-19. Even if nil 
the evidence produced before 1h<s Tribunal is ignored still 
there is no reason whv a Post Master, who did not know 
as to why that information was required by the Company, 
should have given incorrect information and that too so pre- 
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cicely. Thus the contents of the letter F.x. M-19 in the 
present case had ‘reasonable nexus to credibility’ and was very 
rightly relied upon by the Enquiry Officer. 

29. Tt is Hrgued that the Enquiry Officer should have called 
the carbon copies of postal receipts from the Post Office and 
should have examined the particular postal clerk who had 
prepared the relevant receipts or had compared them for the 
purpose of preparing the figures incorporated in the letter 
Ex. M-19. In the absence of that evidence the misconduct 
could not be said to be established. It would have been 
certainly better if all that evidence would huve been pro- 
duced before the Enquiry Officer, In fact prayer to call for 
those documents and to examine the Post Master was made 
by the Management before the Tribunal. There was thus 
no i n’endon to suppress proper evidence. But in a domestic 
enquiry it Is not necessary that the guilt should be proved 
beyond reasonable doubt, so maticulously as in a criminal 
case, leaving no lacuna which could give rise to the doubt. 
Tt was said in the aforesaid case of Ratan Singh that : 

“The simple point is, was there some evidence or was 
there no evidence — not in the sense of technical 
Rules governing regular court proceedings but in a 
fair common sense way as men of understanding 
and wordly wisdom will accept. Viewed in this way, 
sufficiency of evidence in proof of the findings by 
a domestic tribunal is beyond scrutiny.” 

Thus this Tribunal is not concerned with what evidence could 
have been produced- it is concerned only with what has been 
produced and whether the one produced amounts to ‘some 
evidence 1 sufficient to justify the conclusion or not. Thus 
the enquiry is not vitiated simply because the Enquiry Officer 
relied on the letter Ex. M-19, or because he did not call 
this or that witness who could have better established facts 
beyond reasonable doubt. The objections against the validity 
of the domestic enquiry proceedings are ruled out and it is 
held that proper opportunity to defend was given to the 
delinquent by tho Enquiry Officer. 

30, Before proceeding further, I would like to say that 
thus far the evidence produced before the Tribunal was consi- 
dered because the question of validity and propriety of do- 
mestic enquiry has to be decided as a preliminary issue and 
the parties are entitled to lead evidence for establishing any 
fact for or against that objection. In any case the lettei 
of the Post Master Ex. M-19 has been in the alternative held 
to be admissible and rightly relied upon by the Enquiry 
Officer even if the evidence produced before this Tribunal is 
not considered. In this respect the evidence produced before 
this Tribunal was alternatively considered as it is permissible 
to so consider It for deciding the question of admissibility 
and reliability of that document and not for evaluating that 
evidence for deciding the case on merits i.e. for coming 
to a finding about Tribunal’s satisfaction of the proof of 
guilt. It is only in that field that bar to look into that 
evidence opera'es as will be discussed later. That evidence 
was also considered, for raising the moral conviction that 
what was relied upon by the Enquiry Officer was not a faked, 
spurious or baseless document. 

31. This finding, that the domestic enquiry was valid and 
was properly held, circumscribes the jurisdiction of this Tri- 
bunal lo confine its consideration on merits only to (he evi- 
dence that was produced in that enquiry. In Delhi Cloth 
and General Mills Co. Vs. Ludhbudh Singh (1972 SCTJ 
229(251) para 61(3). The Supreme Court said that : — 

“If the Tribunal is satisfied that the enquiry proceedings 
have been held properly and are valid, tne question 
of considering the evidence adduced before it (before 
the Tribunal) on merits, no longer survives." 

The law remained unchanged even after the enactment of 
Section 11-A of Industrial Disputes Act. While considering 
the aforesaid observations made in Ludhbudh Singh’s case 
the Supreme Court further observed in Workmen of Firestone 
Tyre and Rubber Co. Vs. the Management (1973 SCU 159 
t)S2) that even after addition of Section 11-A, ‘if it's 
(Tribunal) finding on the subject (on the question of validity 
and propriety of domestic enquiry proceedings) is in favour 
of the Management, then there will be no occasion for addi- 
tional evidence being cited by the Management’. This view 
of the law was not disturbed in Cooper Engineering Ltd. Vs. 
P. P. Munde (1975 SCLJ354). Li the last two cases cited 
above, the Supreme Court clearly said IhfU the change effected 
by the introduction of Section 11-A of the Industrial Disputes 
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Act is only that previously what was essentially withm the 
exclusive realm of enquiry officers’ satisfaction became sub- 
ject lo the satisfaction of the Tribunal based on the ‘material 
on record’. The term ’material on record’ in the context oi 
the present finding of validity of demesne enquiry, would 
mean only the evidence produced before the Enquiry Officer 
in the domestic enquiry proceedings. The evidence on merits 
provisionally produced before this Tribunal cannot be looked 
into or considered as per aforementioned precedents. 

32. So far as ihe quantum of evidence and its qualitative 
character relating to the extent of proof arc concerned, it 
was held in Nund Kishore Prasad Vs. Slate of Bihar (1978- 
II-LLJ 84) (August issue) that when the material on record 
fulls in the category of some evidence pointing to the guilt 
I.e, when it is something more than no evidence, even though 
it falls short of proof beyond reasonable doubt, the miscon- 
duct shall be deemed to have been established lo the satis- 
faction of the Tribunal. 

33. It is in the light of the aforesaid case law and within 
the limits circumscribed by it, that this Tribunal shall now 
proceed to scrutinise the evidence on merits for seeing whether 
the misconduct is proved lo the satisfaction of the Tribunal 
or not. It is alleged that the evidence on record does not 
inspire confidence because it fails to connect the delinquent 
with the charge-sheeted misconduct and further because the 
best evidence though available was not produced by the 
Management. The objection against the admissibility and 
proper proof of the letter of Post Master (Ex. E-9) has 
already been discussed above and the said objection has 
already been ruled out. 

34. Now so far as the question of non-production of the 
best evidence is concerned, it is said that the Management 
should have produced the carbon copies of the postal receipts 
which were written by the Post Master showing that the 
postal receipts issued to the messenger of the Company were 
subsequently tampered with, figures were subsequently added 
and interpolated and the amount was inflated for the purposes 
of misappropriation. The clerk who compared the figures 
and prepared the letter Ex, E-9 with the help of those carbon 
copies of the recepils at the post office should also have 
been examined. These points have already been discussed in 
previous paragraphs yet I may repeat that no doubt the pro- 
duction of this evidence would have established Ihe guilt 
beyond reasonable doubt and application was in fact moved 
to atleast produce that evidence before this Tribunal, but this 
Tribunal is more concerned in evaluating the evidence which 
is already on record rather than in finding out the loose ends 
of the tag, for coming to the conclusion that there is some 
evidence to connect the delinquent with the misconduct. 
Though this Tribunal is concerned only with the evidence 
which was produced before the Enquiry Officer as said above 
yet for the sake of abundant .satisfaction the chart Annexed 
to the Award, based on the evidence which was produced 
before the Tribunal, will show that in all these charge-sheeted 
receipts figures were interpolated for inflating the amount 
whereby an additional amount of Rs. 185.00 was available fot 
misappropriation, 

35. Now the question is whether Ihe delinquent committed 
this mischief. It is not proved that the said interpolations 
are in the handwriting of the delinquent. Nobody has s6en 
him doing the same. However, only three persons could 
have made these interpolations namely, the Postal Clerk who 
received the parcels and packets at the Post Office window, 
the Messenger who took the articles to the Past Office for 
registration and posting and the delinquent to whom Ihe 
receipt was returned next day by the Messenger with the 
amount, on his return from the Post Office. 

36. It is dear from the evidence of Sri Chaturvcdi (M.W. 

I ) (recorded by the Enquiry Officer) that the delinquent 
weighed the packets and parcels and according to the rate 
schedule chart Ex. E-5 maintained by him nptodale, a pre- 
calculated amount was given to the Messenger who took the 
packets and the parcels to the Post Office for being posted 
after registration. The delinquent used two types of balances 
for that purpose, one meant for heavy packets and the other 
for smaller packets. These balances gave the weight pre- 
cisely leaving the margin of a few grams. The Clerk on 
ihe counter again weighed them and naturally he must have 
been charging the scheduled rale as per weight found on 
weighing the articles. The Postal Clerk at the counter could 
not commit the mischief by preparing a different receipt for 
being handed over to the Messenger for the records of the 
Company and another as carbon copy for being retained 
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in the Postal Records because that could not go undetected 
by the delinquent who knew from before the weight and 
the amount that was to be charged. There is no suggestion 
that any such mischief was commitied by the Clerk of the 
Post Office silting at the counter. He can thus be safely ruled 
out. 

37. The defence has tried to suggest that the messenger 
who used to take the packets eic. to the post office for 
being duly posted might nave committed that mischief because 
subsequently he has been proved to be dishonest man who 
had earned favour of Shri Chaturvedi— the Incharge of 
Despatch Section. It is said that packets etc. were prepared 
by the messenger after office hours and all payments were 
reported and the receipts were handed back to the delinquent 
on the following day because the delinquent had stopped 
working overtime, It is suggested that this man could have 
tampered with the receipts and submitted them to the delin- 
quent for obtaining the inflated payment from him. No 
evidence was produced by the delinquent on this point before 
the Enquiry Officer and Shri Chaturvedi (M.W. 1) who was 
the only witness examined by the management, did not 
endorse this stand of the delinquent. By this process of 
elimination it is clear that only the delinquent committed 
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the mischief. Thus oven if the chart annexed to the award 
and the evidence provisionally recorded before the Tribunal 
on merits are left out of consideration the statement of Shri 
Chaturvedi (M.W, 1) recorded by the Enquiry Officer, read 
with the letter Ex. E/9 sent by the Postmaster, are sufficient 
lo eslablisb the guilt against the delinquent at least with 
respect to some of the items. In this way if this Tribunal 
confines itself to the evidence recorded by the Enquiry Officer 
as per law discussed above, it can be safely said that the 
evidence discussed above is sufficient to satisfy the Tribunal 
that the finding of guilt recorded by the Enquiry Officer was 
neither perverse nor unreasonable, but was based on proper 
appreciation of the unrebutted evidence of Shri Chaturvedi 
(M.W. T) and the letter Ex. E. 9 etc, In fact even if the 
guilt is established with respect to one of those 17 items the 
misconduct is complete and gross enough to warrant the 
punishment that was awarded by the disciplinary authority. 

38- In view of the above finding on merits the question 
of victimisation on account of union activities becomes Irre- 
levant hence there is no need to discuss evidence produced 
on that point. It is, therefore, held that Ihc termination of 
the service of Shri G. S. Rao was a justified order. Reference 
is answered accordingly. 


ANNEXURE 

CHART 


S. Receipt 

SI. No. on 

Page No. 

Ex. No. of 

Station to 

Amount 

Amount Difference 

Impression from tho 

No. No. 

which it is 

of the file 

the relmbur- 

which the 

charged as 

mentioned misappro- 

perusal of the original 

date per 

montioned 

of the Tri- 

sement 

packet or 

per Post 

in the receipt priated in 

receipts mentioned in 

Charge- 

in Post 

bunal on 

voucher 

parcel was 

Office 

file by amount 

Column No. 4 

Sheet 
Ex. E.l 
(M.ll) 

Master’s 

letter 

Ex. E-9 
(M-19) 

which the 
receipt 
issued to 
the Mana- 
gement is 
placed on 
record 

with which 
tho receipt 
is attached 

sent 

records 
vide Ex. 

E-9 (M-19) 

management 
vide Co. 

No. 4 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 9 

10 


PARCEL 

1. 782 22 24 M/13 Giridih 4.05 14.05 10.00 Figure 1 in tens place 

appears to be added 

22/1/72 subsequently for infla 

ting the amount by 
Rs. 10/-. It is drawn 
too close to the original 
figure 4 as compared 
to the space between 
other figures. Its 
carbon impression on 
the back side is com- 
paratively quite faint. 

2. 73 21 23 M/15 Chaibasa 4.05 14 05 10.00 — 


22/1 172 

3. 623 20 31 M/15 Bokharo 3,05 13.05 10.00 Figure 1 in tens place 

— appears to be subsc- 

15-1-72 quently added for infl- 

ating the amount by 
Rs. 10/-. It Is drawn 
too close to figure 3 
looking to the compa- 
rative distance of other 
figures. 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

4, 468 

7/1/72 

19 

104 

M/43 

Rourkela 

4.05 

14.05 

10.00 

Subsequently added 

figure 1 in tens place 
is in darker pencil 
appears to have been 


made with greater pen 
pressure but the carbon 
impression on the back 
side is comparatively 
much faint indicating 
use of different carbon 
paper for the intro- 
duction of figure 1. 

5 . 481 18 103 M/43 Chaibasa 4/05 14.05 10.00 Do, 


7/1/72 

6. 471 


7/1/72 


7, 470 
7/1/72 

8. 460 


7/1/72 


9. 322 


4/1/72 


10, 321 
4/1/72 

11. 946 
29/1/72 


12. 944 
29/1/72 


17 

102 

M/43 

Dcoghar 

5.05 

15.05 

10.00 

Carbon impression of 
figure 1 added in tens 
place is comparatively 
quite faint indicating 
use of different carbon 
paper for introducing 
that figure. 

16 

102 

M/43 

Bombay 

5.05 

15.05 

10.00 

Do. 

15 

102 

M/43 

Bokharo 

5.05 

15.05 

10.00 

Carbon impression of 
figure 1 added in tens 


place is comparatively 
quito faint indicating 
use of different carbon 


paper for introducing 
that figure, oven though 
it is more dark and 
appears to have been 
made with greater pen 
pressure. 


14 

113 

M/44 

Jaipur 

4.05 

14.05 

10.00 

Carbon impression of 
figure 1 added in tens 
place is comparatively 
quite faint indicating 
use of different carbon 
paper for introducing 
that figure. 

13 

113 

M/44 

.Thumri- 

Tallaiya 

4.05 

14.05 

10.09 

Do, 

24 

91 

M/42 

Bankura 

4.05 

9,05 

5.00 

It is visibly clear that the 


figure 4 has been con- 
verted to figure 9 
because the upper free 
ends of figure 4 arc 
still visible inspite of 
an attempt to join 
idem by an arc for 
making a circle. They 
arc visibly protruding 
out of the circum- 
ference of the circle. 

25 91 M/42 Rourkcla 5.05 15.05 10.00 Carbon impression of 

figure 1 added in tens 
place is comparatively 
quite faint indicating 
use of different carbon 
paper for introducing 
that figure. 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 





REGISTERED LETTERS/PACKETS 



13. 917 

4 

98 

M/43 

Bombay 

2.65 

12.65 

10.00 

— 

4/1/72 









14. 918 

2 

111 

M/44 

Calcutta 

3.95 

13.95 

10.00 

— 

4/1/72 









15. 921 

6 

106 

M/43 

Bombay 

8.55 

28.55 

20,00 

— 

7/1/72 









16. 924 

8 

40 

M/16 

Bombay 

13.80 

23,80 

20,00 

Added figure 2 in tens 









place is comparatively 

10/1/72 








faint in its carbon 
impression on the back 
side indicating use of 
different carbon paper 
for introducing that 
figure. 

17. 940 

10 

29 

M/15 

Bombay 

3.10 

13.10 

10.00 

Added figure 1 in tons 


place is comparatively 

14/1/72 faint in its carbon 

impression on the back 
side indicating use of 
different carbon papor 
for introducing that 
figure. 


Total 185.00 


[No. L-17012/23/72-L.P.I./D. 11(A)] 
S. N. JOHR1, Presiding Officer 


SO. 3132.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relations to the management of 
State Bank of India and their workmen .over the transfer of 
S/Shri S. P. Kakkar and C. L. Goyal which was received 
by the Central Government on the 9-10-78. 

BEFORE SHRI MAHESH CHANDRA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT NEW DELHI. 

I. D. No. 34 of 1978 

In re : 

The General Secretary, State Bank of India Staff Asso- 
ciation, 7/1184, Hari Singh Nalwa Street, Karol 
Bagh, New Delhi. ...Petitioner 

Versus 

i 

The Regional Manager, State Bank of India, Region IT, 
Parliament Street, New Delhi. ...Respondent 

PRESENT : 

Shrl J. G. Verma, representative of the Association. 

Shri S. Misra, for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Central Govt, as appropriate Govt, vide its Order No. 
F. No. 12012[35|77-D. II. A dated the 20th March, 1978 

made a reference u/s 10 of the T. D. Act 1947 to this 

Tribunal in the following terms : 

Whether the action of the State Bank of India in trans- 
ferring S/Shri S. P. Kakkar, C. L. Goyal, Head 

Clerks and Ram Chandcr, Deputy Head Cashier 


from Ferozepur Cantt. to Fazilka, Guruharsahai and 
A. D. Branch from Ferozepur respectively is justi- 
fied and legal 7 If not, to what relief these emp- 
loyees are entitled 7 

2. Today before any written statement was filed by the 
Management a petilion has been filed in which it is stated 
that the Association and the Management of the Bank have 
settled the dispute mutually and the same may lie treated as 
closed. 

3. In pursuance thereof Statement of Shri S, Misra, Asstt. 
Law Officer of the State Bank of India was recorded in which 
it is stated by him that in view of the reference the Bank 
has decided not to implement the transfer of those officials 
and so the association has dropped the dispute which may be 
filed and a no dispute award may be made. He is supported 
by Shri J. G, Verma, Asstt, General Secretary of the State 
Bank of India Staff Association. Tn these circumstances I 
have come to the conclusion that no dispute subsists between 
the parties and accordingly a no dispute award is returned 
in the matter. Parties are left to bear their own costs, 

MAHESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-120U|35[77-D. II. A.] 

New Delhi, the 18th October, 1978 

S.O. 3133. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Bombay in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
United Commercial Bank. Ilwari, Nagpur and their workmen 
over denial of casual leave for 20-2-76 to Shri H. P. Pande, 
Assistant Cashier, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on 3-10-78. 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL 'GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL AT BOMBAY 


Reference No. CGIT-22 of 1977 


Employers in relation to United 
Nagpur. 


AND 


Commercial Bank, 


Tribunal vide its order No. L-12012/162/76-D.TI.A dated 
the 10:h February, 1977 in the following terms : 

“Whether the action of the management of the Reserve 
Bank of India, Kanpur in not employing Shri Radha 
Krishan Khanna, Tikka Mazdoor, with effect from 
11th October, 1975 onwards is legal and justified ? 
If not to what relief is the workman entitled ? 


Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES : 

For the employers. — Shri S. A. Sarnad, Law Officer. 

For the Workman.- — Shri B. W. Vaidya, Advocate. 
FNDUSTRY : Banking STATE : Maharashtra 

Bombay, the 18th August, 1978 
AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour 
referred the following dispute for adjudication under Section 
10(1 )(d), of the I. D, Act, 1947. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of United 
Commercial Bank, Itwari, Nagpur in not granting 
Casual Leave to Shri H. P. Pande, Assistant Cashier 
on 20-2-1976 is justified ? If not, to what relief is 
the said workman entitled 7" 

After the receipt of the above dispute, notices were issued 
to the parties who filed their respective written statements. 
The management in its written statement made certain con- 
tentions and matter was fixed for hearing on a number of 
occasions but was adjourned on one or the other ground. 

However, on date of the hearing the parties after making 
their submissions, came to a settlement whereby the mistake 
committed by the workman concerned in not having men- 
tioned In his application dated 20-2-76 , the reasons for 
having remained absent, was condoned by the management 
and agreed to treat the workman as on casual leave on 
20-2-1976. 

I find this settlement just and reasonable and make my 
Award in terms thereof. No order as to costs. 

[No. L-120I2/41/77-D II. A] 
J. NARAIN, Presiding Officer 

New Delhi, the 19th October, 1978 

S O. 3134. — -In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes 'he following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, New Delhi in (he industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Reserve Bank of India and Shri Radha Krishan Khanna, tem- 
porary tikka Mazdoor over the termination of his service 
was received by the Central Government on the 17-10-78. 


2. On receipt of the reference usual notices were sent to 
the parties and a statement of claim was filed on behalf of 
the workman and written statement was filed on behalf of 
the Management. Thereafter replication also was filed and 
finally following Issues were framed for trial upon the plead- 
ings of the parties : 

1. Whether the dispute in question is not nn Industrial 

dispute as alleged for the grounds in the written 
statement ? 

2. As in the reference. 

3. Thereafter on the 13th April, 1978 Shri R. C. Pathak, 
counsel for the workman stated on oath that ‘it is canceded 
that this case or dispute was at no stage espoused by the 
union, and that the union had not appeared either at conci- 
liation stage or later on till this Tribunal had received the 
reference.’ It was thereafter stated by Shri N, V. Sundram 
vide his statement recorded on 13th April, 1978 that ‘it is 
conceded that Shri R. K. Khanna, the workman had worked 
for more than 240 days immediately proceeding the 11-10-75.’ 
Thereafter evidence on merits was recorded and the case was 
adjourned for evidence of the Bank to 3rd July, 1978. How- 
ever on 3rd July, 1978 parties requested time for a settle- 
ment and the case was adjourned to 26th July, 1978 and on 
26th July, 1978 a settlement was in fact filed in the court in 
the case and the said settlement is Ex. S/1. T have persued 
the settlement. It is for the benefit of the workman and 
therefore it was ordered to be recorded. Accordingly state- 
ments of Shri R.C. Pathak, counsel for the workman and 
the workman and Shrj N.V. Sundram and Shri R. Ganeshan 
for the Reserve Bank of India were recorded which reads 
‘parlies have arrived at a settlement Ex. S/1. An award 
may be made in terms of Ex. S/1. Tt is in these circumstances 
that this matter has come up for disposal before me. 

In accordance with the settlement Ex. S/1, an award in 
terms of the memorandum of this settlement is hereby made. 
The parties would be bound by this award and the settle- 
ment. The Settlement Ex. S/1 would form as Annexure A 
to this award. Parties are left to bear their own costs. 

MAHESH CHANDRA, Presiding Officer 
Dated : the 31st July, 1978. 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL 
GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRTBUNAL-CUM-LABOUR 


BEFORE SHRT MAHESH CHANDRA, PRESIDING 
OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL T.R1- 
BUNAL-CUM-LABOUR COURT, NEW DELHI 

I D No. 15 of 1977 

In re : 

Shri Radha Krishan Khanna s/o Shri Jagdish 
Narain Khanna, Reserve Bank Staff Colony, D-52, 

Kidwai Nagar, Kanpur. ... ... ... Petitioner 

Versus 

The Manager, 

Reserve Bank of India, The Mall, Kanpur ... Respondent 
PRESENT : 

Shri R. C. Pathak with the workman 

Shri N. V, Sundram with Shri R, Ganeshan, for 
RBI, 

AWARD 

The Centra] Government as appropriate Government refer- 
red an Industrial Dispute u/s 10 of the I.D. Act. 1947 to this 


COURT, NEW DELHI 

In the matter of a Reference under Section 10 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (XIV of 47). 

Case No. 15 of 1972 

Shri Radha Krishan Khanna, 

S/o. Shri Jagdish Narain Khanna, 

Reserve Bank Staff Colony 

D-52 Kidwai Nagar, Kanpur. ... ... Workman 

The Manager, 

Reserve Bank of India, 

The Mall, Kanpur . . ... ... Employer 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 
WHEREAS, 

1. The Central Government has been pleased to refer to 
this Honble Tribunal the following dispute, namely, 

“Whether the action of the management of the Reserve 
Bank of India, Kanpur in not employing Shri Radha 
Krishan Khanna, Tikka Mazdoor with effect from 
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llih October, 1973 onwards is legal and justified? 

Tf not to what relief is the workman entitled 7” 

2, The parties to the dispute being Shri Radha Krishan 
Khanna, Reserve Bank Staff Colony, D-32, Kidwai Nagar, 
Kanpur and the Management of the Reserve Bank of India, 
Kanpur have decided to enter into a compromise in regard 
to the dispute. 

3. It has been agreed between the parties that, subject to 
the approval of this Hon’ble Tribunal, the dispute between 
the parties which has been referred to the adjudication of 
this Hon’ble Tribunal should be settled on the terms of 
settlement set out in the schedule hereto. 

Now this memorandum of settlement witnesses that the 
parties to the dispute, namely, Shri Radha Krishan Khnnna 
and the Management of the Reserve Bank of India, Kanpur 
hereby respectfully pray that this Hon’ble Tribunal may be 
pleased to approve the terms of settlement in the schedule 
hereto and it may be pleased to make an award in terms 
of the said terms of settlement. 

SCHEDULE 
Terms of Settlement 

That the Management of the Reserve Bank of India, Kanpur 
will commence offering work to Shri Radha Krishan Khanna 
as a tikka Mazdoor as from 28th July, 1978. His original 
position in the list of tlccu Muzdoors will be maintained for 
this purpose. 

His name will be included in the waiting list of candidates 
for appointment as a regular mnzdoor, which is under pre- 
paration. Shri Khanna will be offered appointment as 
temporary mazdoor in the Bank’s service subject to his being 
found fit for f he service in the Bank by the Bank’s Medical 
Officer and on completion of thfi usual recruitment formali 
ties in that regard, like signing of the various nrescribed 
forms. 

In consideration thereof, Shri Radha Krishan Khanna will 

f ive up all his claims whatsoever against the Reserve Bank of 
ndia, Kanpnr and will have no claim wha'soever against 
the Reserve Bank of India. Kanpur In respect of the past 
actions of the Bank and In particular in respect of the action 
of the Bank in not employing him with effect from the 11th 
October, 1975. 

Dated at Kanpur this 20th day of Inly, 1978 

For the Reserve Bank of India, Kanpur 

Sd/- 

S. K. R. 7.AIDI 

(Manager) 

Sd/- 

R. K. Khanna 
(Radha Krishan Khanna) 

Witnesses ; 

1. O.P. Khanna, C/N Ex, Gr. I 

2. P. De, S.O. Or. ‘A’ 

Witnesses : 

1. B.N. Rohatgi, A.A.O. 

2. H.P. Pandey, P.O. 

jNo. L-12012/162/76-D.II.A.1 


S O. 3135.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby polishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Bombay, in the industrial dispute 
between the cmplovers in relation to the management of 
Bank of Baroda. Bombay and Shri S.M. Khada over the 
termination of his service which was received by the Central 
Government on 30-10-78. 

PRINTED BY THE MANAGER, OOVT. OF INDIA 
AND PUBLISHED BY THE CONTROLLER OF 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL AT BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-6 of 1975 

Employers in relation to Bank of Baroda, Bombav 
AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES : 

Lor the employers. — Shri T. C. V. Pawaskar, Officer, Bom- 
bay Chamber of Commerce & Industry, Shri R. B. Pitale, 
Officer, Bombay Chamber of Commerce & Industry, 

For the Workmen. — Shri J, G, Gadkari, Advocate, Shri 
S. H. Kalsekar, Joint Secretary, Rank of Baroda Employees’ 
Association. 

INDUSTRY : Banking STATE : Maharashtra 

Bombav dated the 5th August, 1978 
AWARD PART II 

The Central Government has referred the following dis- 
pute for adjudication by this Tribunal : — 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the termination of services of Shri S. M. 
Khade, a sub-staff member of the Bank of Baroda 
at Appollo Street, Bombay with effect from the 
31st January, 1974 is justified ? If not, to what 
relief is the workman entitled ?” 

Under this Tribunal's Award dated 16th June, 1977, the 
preliminary objections raised by the Bank were rejected and 
the matter was ordered to be listed for hearing. Thereafter 
the matter was fixed for hearing on a number of occasions 
but the same was adjourned for one or the other reason. 
However, on 21-7-1978, the parties filed a joint application 
stating that they have reached the following settlement, and 
prayed that an Award be made in terms of the settlement. 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

1. That Shri Khade, the workman concerned in this 

reference shall be re-employed with effect from 
1st August, 1978 and the intervening period from 
the date he was treated as having abandoned the 
employment till the date of re-employment shall be 
treated as extraordinary leave with continuity of 
service. 

2. That Shri Khade. shrdl not be entitled to any benefit 

in respect of the intervening period, but the said 
period shall be counted for terminal benefits. 

3. It Is agreed that the above is in full and final settle- 

ment of all the claims of Shri Khade arising out 
of this reference against the Bank. 

4. Shri Khade undertakes to be regular in his attendance, 

T find the above terms of settlement as fair and reasonable 
and make my Award in term" of the settlement biff wi'hout 
any costs, 

J. NARAIN. Presiding Officer 
fNo. I.-12012/2/74-LR m 1 D. IT. (A)) 
, . _ R. P. NARULA, Under Secy, 

PRESS, RING ROAD, NEW DELHI-110064 
PUBLICATIONS, DELHI-110054, 1978 



